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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 
Historically, youths age 18-24 have had the lowest voter turnout and .political 
participation rates of any age group. According to the Census Bureau's Statistical Abstract 
of the United States 2004-2005, youth age 18-24 have had the lowest voting turnout in every 
presidential election since 19801. Furthermore, several studies have shown that age is an 
important factor in determining not only who votes but also who participates in politics with 
the likelihood of participating increasing as age increases (Jones-Correa and Leal 2001, ). 
This current trend has great implications for our democracy and serves to undermine 
one of the basic premises of democracy, that everyone has an equal voice. Clearly, if 
students aren't participating in politics, they don't have an equal voice. This is problematic 
because it creates a vicious cycle whereby because students don't participate politicians don't 
pay much attention to them which leads more students to become disenfranchised and not 
want to participate in politics. 
As a .result of this, over the last several presidential election cycles (1996; 2000, and 
2004) there has been an ever increasing movement to get youth involved in politics and to 
vote. In the presidential election of 2004 this movement reached an all time high in voter 
turnout among the youth with approximately 51.6% of all citizens age 18-29 turning out to 
vote according to the Center for Information and Research on Civic Learning and 
Engagement ("Youth Turnout Up Sharply in 2004"). While this research does not focus on 
turnout specifically, voting is one method of political participation. Therefore, in order to 
1 The Statistical Abstract of the United States 2004-2005 only presents information on voter turnout going back 
to 1980. ` 
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explain why turnout was up so sharply, one must first examine why some college students 
participate in politics while others do not. 
This research will attempt to better explain political participation by combining the 
social movement literature, with a particular focus on McAdam's micromobilization context 
(1988), and the ,political sociology literature. In recent presidential elections there has been a 
strong push by several different groups, for example MTV's Rock the Vote, P.Diddy's Vote 
or Die, and The New Voter's Project, to encourage college students to become involved in 
the political process and especially to get out and vote. While many previous studies have 
looked, at political participation, most of them have concluded that college students do not 
vote because of apathy or alienation from politics. However,. these explanations are not 
adequate to explain the recent increase in political participation of college students in each of 
the last three presidential elections. Therefore, this research will draw from the social 
movement literature and combine it with the political sociology literature in order to gain a 
better understanding. of why college students have recently participated in greater numbers. 
This research will attempt to answer the questions "v~my do college students participate in 
politics" and "V~hat motivates college students to participate?" 
In an effort to answer these questions, this research was conducted at a large mid-
Western university in the Spring of 2005. It used an Internet survey created using the 
SurveySuite Survey Generation Tool by Intercom at the University of Virginia. An Internet 
survey was used in an attempt to make it easier for the respondents to fill out the 
questionnaire and submit their results. The survey was emailed out three times towards the 
end of Spring semester 2005 using the College Republicans and College Democrats' email 
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lists. Multiple regression, factor analysis, and Cronbach's alpha were used to analyze the 
responses. 
The goals of this research are to determine what factors impact college student 
involvement in the political process and, along with that, analyze the roles that group 
identification and social ties play in getting students to participate in politics. Traditional 
political participation variables such as political knowledge, interest, and media use will also 
be used in the analysis. This research will show that social movement variables and 
specifically social tie and discussion variables are helpful to understand the recent increase in 
college student political participation. 
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CHAPTER 2. LITERATURE REVIEW 
Past College Student Political Participation 
Historically college students have had the lowest rates of political participation in the 
United States. According to the Center for Information and Research on Civic Learning and 
Engagement (CIRCLE} there has been between a 13 and 15 percentage point decrease in 18-
24 year old voter turnout since 1972 when 18 to 21 year olds were first given the ability to 
vote (Levine and Lopez 2002). However, in May 2005 the Census Bureau released data 
from the Current Population Survey conducted in Novemeber 2004 which showed a dramatic 
increase in youth voter turnout, +11 %points, more than any other age group. Not only was 
voter turnout up sharply, but overall student political participation also increased. In the first 
national post-election survey focusing on college students, Niemi and Harmer (2004) found 
that 85% of college students followed the election somewhat or very closely and 72..9% said 
they discussed. politics either almost every day or about once a week. Furthermore, Niemi 
and Harmer (2004) found that groups both on campuses and off campuses played a large role 
in mobilizing the youth as well as other college students with 62% reporting they "helped or 
encouraged someone else to vote." 
Explanations fog Youth Political Participation 
Most research conducted on youth political participation falls into two main 
theoretical areas: Adult-Roles theory (Abramson, Aldrich, and Rohde 1998, Converse and 
Niemi 1971, Conway 2000, Highton and Wolfinger 2001, and Strate, Parrish, Elder and Ford 
1989) or the Resource theory (Verba, Schlozman, and Brady 1995). According to the adult-
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roles theory it is the transitions in early adulthood such as marriage, having children, buying 
a house, and starting a career that influence an individual's political participation. According 
to the theory young people who are in the process of going through these adult rights of 
passage do not have the time and energy to spend on being engaged in politics (Highton and 
Wolfinger 2001). Support -for hypotheses derived from adult-roles theory is mixed. In one 
of the most comprehensive analyses using adult-roles theory Highton and Wolfinger (2001) 
found that while leaving school to start a career had a significant impact on voting turnout, it 
was actually in the opposite direction from what adult-role theory would predict so that 
students are much more Likely to vote than those who are not in school. Therefore, Highton 
and Wolfinger (2001) conclude that "these inconsistent and often negative findings point to 
the conclusion that transitions to adult roles are an incomplete and;predominantly inadequate 
explanation of youth turnout" (p. 207). 
Another theory used to explain political participation is Verba, Scholzman, and 
Brady's (1995) Resource theory. This theory is similar to adult roles theory but with a 
slightly different emphasis. While both theories focus on resources such as time and money 
to predict participation, resource theory also includes civic skills in its model. According to 
resource t~ieory for individuals to participate in politics they must have the time to be 
involved, the money to give, as well as the civic skills necessary to write letters and give 
public speeches. (Verba, Schlozman, and Brady 1995). This theory makes the point that it is 
not enough just to be interested or knowledgeable about politics in order to participate, but 
that an individual .also needs resources (time, money, civic skills) to be able to participate. 
These resources and. skills build the personal efficacy and confidence in individuals that they 
will need in order to participate in politics. However, this theory does not capture the 
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complete picture of why there was a dramatic increase in youth participation. It does provide 
insight as to why college students do not participate due to time and money constraints_ but 
most college students have not had the chance to build the civic skills that are so important to 
the theory because they are either still in school, not active in the community, and/or do not 
attend religious services the predominant ways that individuals. build such skills (Verba, 
Schlozman, and Brady 1995). Therefore, while both of the previous theories just discussed 
shed some light on college student political participation, neither of them provides a 
complete picture. Thus, in order to understand college student political participation we must 
turn to other theories to help explain the dramatic increase in participation during the 2004 
election. 
~S'ocial111ovement theory 
A social movement is defined by McCarthy and Zald (1.977) as "a set of opinions and 
beliefs in a population which represents preferences for changing some elements of the social 
structure and/or reward distribution of a society (p. 1217)." Applying this definition to the 
2004 election it can be seen that in fact the dramatic increase in youth participation was a 
social movement. For example, one of the leading advocacy groups for getting youth 
involved in politics has been~the New Voters Project (www.newvotersproject.org). Their 
slogan is "Make Them Pay Attention to Us." By "them" they are referring to politicians and 
by "us" they are referring to the ,.youth population. Thus it can be seen that the youth held the 
goal of making politicians accountable to the youth population and the youth wanted more of 
a say in how the United States government was run. Furthermore, in recent years there has 
been an increase in the number of organizations geared specifically toward getting college 
students to vote such as MTV's Rock the Vote, P.Diddy's Note or Die, as well as many 
others. The social movement literature is appropriate to help explain college student political 
participation because not only does it focus on injustices individuals are fighting against but 
it also includes concepts like social networks, social. ties, and group identification which go 
beyond and add to the more traditional political participation variables such as political 
knowledge, political media use, and campaign interest. The social_ movement literature and 
specifically McAdam's micromobilization context takes into account an individuals social 
environment, who they interact with, and their definition of the situation which are important 
concepts for the understanding of why individuals organize and come together to overcome 
injustices. Originally McAdam's political process model (.1982), within which lies the 
micromobilization context, was developed to help explain the black insurgency of the 1960's. 
~1Vhi1e college students do not experience the same level of injustices as the black insurgency, 
there is still a feeling among students that the political system excludes them and politicians 
do not care about the concerns, of the youth. It is in this aspect that the social movement 
literature can be applied to college student political participation because students are 
organizing and coming out to vote to try and "make them pay attention to us." Furthermore, 
the dramatic increase of +l 1 % of youth voter turnout, more than any other age group, points 
to the fact that something happened in the 2004 election to motivate youth to come out and 
vote. This dramatic increase can not be explained by resource theory or adult-roles theory 
because through the years college students have had about the same amount of resources 
(time, money, civic skills) so there was no sudden increase in the amount of resources 
college students had. access to. Moreover, since college students are still in college they have 
not experienced any shift into the adult world that adult-roles theory would predict would 
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cause an increase in participation. Therefore a new theory is needed to-explain why there 
was such. a large increase in turnout especially among a population who has traditionally had 
the lowest rates of political. participation which is why this research uses the social movement 
literature in an attempt to help explain this dramatic increase. 
Resource Mobilization vs. Politcal Process Theory 
Two of the more prominent theories within the field of social movements are resource 
mobilization theory and the political process theory. Both of these theories are concerned 
with the macro processes which lead to the emergence and maintenance of social movements 
McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 1988). However, whereas resource mobilization theory is 
concerned with how :social movement organizations (SM(Js) obtain and retain resources 
(McCarthy and Zald 1977, Jenkins 1983), the political process model is concerned with large 
scale macro processes such as industrialization and level of technology and how they affect 
the political opportunity structure (McAdam 1982). Several researchers have criticized these 
theories for being overly macro and not taking into consideration many of the micro 
processes that affect movement emergence and maintenance (McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 
1988, Klandermans 1984, Ferree and Miller 1985). While attempts have been made to 
incorporate social psychological variables into resource mobilization theory (Klandermans 
1984, and K.landermans and Qegema 1987), these efforts have still been criticized for their 
failure to take into account the social context within which individuals make decisions 
(McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 1996). Political process theory overcomes this shortfall by 
including the "micro-mobilization context," defined as "any small group setting in which 
processes of collective. attribution are combined with rudimentary forms of organization to 
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produce mobilization for collective action (McAdam 1988:134-5)," into its model. Since this 
research is largely focused on individual recruitment into activism, the political process 
model is better suited for this project. 
Political Process Model 
The political process model contains two parts: one to explain the emergence of a 
movement and the other to explain the continuation and decline of a movement. For this 
analysis I will be using the former to understand the dramatic increase in and the emergence 
of political participation among the youth. Since I am primarily interested in the recruitment 
of individuals into the movement I will briefly explain the macro aspects of the political 
process model and then go into more detail on the micro aspects and .specifically the 
micromobilization context. 
The emergence model consists of four main pieces which work concomitantly to form 
a social movement. The first piece is what McAdam (1982) calls "broad social processes." 
while he is not entirely clear as to what these are he does provide examples such as 
industrialization, wars, international political realignments, and widespread demographic 
changes. These broad social processes are "any event...that serves to undermine the 
calculations and assumptions on which the political establishment is structured" (McAdam 
1982:41) which in turn affects the second piece of the model, the structure of political 
opportunities. It is important to. note that these broad social processes do not automatically 
change the structure of political :opportunities but rather work in the long run to transform the 
structures of power. These shifts in political opportunities facilitate the rise in social 
movements through one of two ways: 1) to reduce the .power .discrepancy between insurgent 
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groups and their opponents, or 2) to increase the political power of an excluded group which 
then makes..it harder for those in power to repress or ignore them (McAdam 1982). The 
overall outcome of these shifts is to "encourage collective action by diminishing the risks 
associated with movement participation" (McAdam 1982:43). 
The third piece of the model is "indigenous organizational strength." Apolitical 
environment that is conducive to the emergence of a social movement is only part of the 
explanation for the emergence of a social movement. In order for a movement to occur in 
these environments the insurgents must have access to resources which is where indigenous 
organizations come into play. According to McAdam (1982) there are four crucial resources 
that these organizations provide for the emergence of a movement: 1) members, 2) 
established structure of solidary incentives, 3) communication network, and 4) leaders. 
Existing organizations can provide members in two ways, either the organization itself or a 
spin-off of it becomes involved in the social movement and thus members of the original 
organization become members of the social movement, or several organizations can form 
together to create a social movement and recruitment happens through what C~berschall has 
termed "bloc recruitment" (1975: 125). Existing organizations also provide an "established 
structure of solidary incentives" or "the myriad interpersonal rewards that provide the motive 
force for participation in these groups" (McAdam 1982: 45). I will come back to this 
concept later but for now it is adequate to point out what they are. The third resource 
existing organizations provide social movements is a communication network. Indeed a 
communication network is essential to the emergence of a social movement for without an 
infrastructure to spread the movement it is likely that a movement would never be successful. 
McAdam (1982) states that the communication network's "strength and breadth...largely 
11 
determine the pattern, speed, and extent of movement expansion" (p. 46). The final resource 
existing organizations provide is leaders. Leaders are needed to provide direction and 
coordination to a social movement and also "lend their prestige and organizing skills to the 
incipient movement" (McAdam 1982:47). 
The fourth piece to the model, and the one which I will be focusing on in this 
investigation, is cognitive liberation. This part of the model really distinguishes the political 
process model from resource mobilization. Resource mobilization theory is primarily 
concerned with SMOs and how their organization affects social movements (Jenkins 1983, 
and McCarthy and Zald 1977) and does not include individuals and the subjective meanings 
they place on their social context (McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 1996). As McAdam 
(1982} states "mediating between opportunity and action are people and the subjective 
meanings they attach to their situations" (p.48). Political opportunity structures and existing 
organizational strength provide the objective structural potential for a social movement to 
occur but are not sufficient. Individuals must recognize and define this objective structural 
potential as being favorably open to the emergence of a social movement for people to feel 
they can make a change through collective action. Once again it is important to point out that 
the pieces of the model work together to create a social movement such that even if the 
political opportunity structure changes, unless insurgents define such. changes as being in 
their favor a social movement will not appear. Likewise, insurgents can come to define 
certain aspects of the political opportunity structure as being open or vulnerable to an 
insurgency and thus producing a social movement that way (McAdam 1982). 
The cognitive liberation process is crucial for a social movement to emerge. while 
the concept "cognitive liberation" has been written about extensively in the literature, often 
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times it appears. under different names. Klandermans (1984 and 1988), for example, calls it 
"consensus mobilization" while Snow, Rockford, Worden, and. Benford (1986) describe it as 
"frame alig;nment." Whatever name is given to the concept the underlying idea is the same, 
people undergo a transformation of their beliefs such that collectively they come to share a 
new vision, attach new meanings to events, and come to new understandings of what is 
possible (McAdam 1.982). According to Piven and Cloward (1979) there are three aspects of 
a change in consciousness, or cognitive liberation, that is needed for people to act 
collectively. The first is that people see "the system," or some aspect of it, as unjust and 
wrong. Second, people must believe that "the system" can be .changed; that it is not 
inevitable. Finally, people gain a sense of eft cacy; that they can change "the system" 
through collective action. In a refinement of the political process model, McAdam (1988) 
introduced the concept of a "micromobilization context" or any "small group setting in which 
processes of collective attribution are combined with rudimentary forms of organization to 
produce mobilization for collective action" (p. 134-135). What McAdam (1988) and others 
(Klandermans 1988, Klandermans and Oegema 1987, McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 1988, 
Snow et al . 19 8 b, and Snout and B enford 19 8 8) suggest i s that the cognitive liberation 
process occurs within a micromobilization context. I will go into more detail as to what the 
micromobilization context is in the next section. 
The political process model .consists of "broad socioeconomic processes" which then 
work to expand political opportunities and impact the organizational strength of 
organizations out of which social movements emerge. Furthermore, the expanding political 
opportunities as well as indigenous organizational strength impact the cognitive liberation 
process while at the same time the cognitive liberation process impacts the indigenous 
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organizational strength. Each of these factors are needed for the emergence of a social 
movement separately as well as collectively for without even one factor a social movement is 
not likely to occur according to the political process model. Moreover, the cognitive 
liberation process occurs within a micromobilization context (McAdam 1982, 1988). 
Micromobilization Context 
This research is most interested in the micromobilization context and the various 
aspects of that context that leads individuals to participate in politics. The rest of this section 
will be devoted to explaining what is included in the micromobilization context as well as 
formulating testable hypotheses related to these various aspects. 
The micromobilization context is the "key concept linking macro and micro 
processes" (McAdam 1988:134). These contexts range from informal groups of people such 
as friendship networks to formal preexistant political organizations. It is defined as "that 
small group setting in which processes of collective attribution are combined with 
rudimentary forms of organization to produce mobilization for collective action" (McAdam 
198 S : 134-13 5}. One aspect of the political process model is existing organizations out of 
which social movements emerge and gain valuable resources. The micromobilization 
context explains how these organizations come to provide these essential resources. The 
micromobilization contexts encourage mobilization and recruitment in three ways: 1) they 
provide the context for the cognitive liberation process which includes the frame alignment 
processes2 and consensus mobilization3, 2} they provide the necessary resources such as 
leaders, communication technologies, and members, and 3) they provide the established 
2 See Snow, Rockford, Worden, and Benford 1986 for a discussion of the frame alignment processes. 
3 See Klandermans 1988 for a discussion of consensus formation and~~consensus mobilization. 
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structures of solidary incentives, or "the myriad interpersonal rewards" individuals receive 
from participating in collective action (McAdam 1988, McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 1988). 
Perceptions of Injustice and Efficacy 
The cognitive liberation process is the process whereby individuals collectively come 
to define some aspect of their situation as unjust and wrong as well as to gain a sense of 
efficacy that collective action can change the situation (McAdam 1982). The 
micromobilization context facilitates this by providing the settings in which individuals can 
interact and construct their own definitions of the situation and thus define some elements of 
their social context as unjust. Furthermore, these contexts facilitate the production of 
efficacy by bringing together individuals with similar concerns and beliefs and therefore 
provide favorable expectations about: 1) the number of participants, 2) one's own 
contribution to the probability of success, and 3) the probability of success if many people 
participate (Hirsch 1990, and. Klandermans 1984: 585). Drawing on this literature, the 
following hypotheses were developed: 
Hypothesis 1: The greater an individual's perceptions of injustice, the more they will 
participate in the political organization. 
Hypothesis 2: The greater an individual's sense of efficacy, the more they will participate in 
the political organization. 
Social Ties 
Social ties have long been found to play a primary role in recruiting members into 
social movements (Fernandez and McAdaml988, Klandermans and Degema 1987, McAdam 
1986, McAdam and Paulsen 1993, Melucci 1988, and Snow, Zurcher, and Ekland-Olson 
1980). In fact, McAdam (1986) found in his analysis of the participants in the Freedom 
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Summer project that having strong ties to either participants or withdrawals from the project 
had a significant impact on explaining whether or not an individual participated or did not in 
the Freedom Summer project (p. 87}. Moreover, in order for an individual to even think 
about joining a social movement they must first of all know about the movement. This 
knowledge is primarily processed through the social networks of individuals and is more 
likely to be passed on to individuals who participate in many different organizations 
(Klandermans and ~egema 1987, McAdam 1986, and McAdam .and Paulsen 1993). In his 
analysis of social networks and political participation McClurg (2003) explains that through 
discussions with friends who are interested or active in politics individuals can "learn about 
the reasons for participating while reinforcing the idea that such behavior is desirable among 
ones peers" (p. 450). Furthermore, interaction in social networks leads to participation 
indirectly by lowering the costs and barriers to political participation (McClurg 2003). Since 
the amount of information, knowledge, and resources any one individual has is ultimately 
limited, through interaction with others individuals can gain more of these needed resources 
which in turn lower the barriers to political participation. 
Hypothesis 3: Individuals with more social ties to members of a political organization will 
be more actively involved in that organization. 
Hypothesis 4: Individuals who discuss politics more often within their social networks will 
be more actively involved in the political organization. 
Within the micromobilization context individuals come into contact with many other 
individuals who are either already part of the social movement or are thinking about joining 
it. Through this contact individuals realize the potential they have for achieving their goal. 
If enough people are involved in the organization, then the chance of being successful 
increases and this convinces people to participate (Hirsh-1990). Furthermore, some studies 
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have shown that feelings of efficacy are linked to social integration so that those who are 
more integrated have a higher sense of efficacy (Neal and Seeman 1964, Pinard 1971, and 
Sayre 1980). This is due in part because an individual's perceptions of efficacy is a 
subjective judgement that is itself impacted by the social context one finds themselves in 
(Brewer and Silver 2000). 
Hypothesis 5: Individuals with more social ties to members of a political organization will 
have higher perceptions of efficacy. 
Hypothesis 6: Perceptions of efficacy will be a mediating variable between social ties and 
level of political participation. 
Social ties also play a role in an individual's perceptions of injustice. A crucial aspect , 
of the micromobilization context is that it is where individuals collectively define what is 
unjust about their social situation. Therefore, it would seem that for individuals who are 
more integrated, or have more social ties to a social movement, the more they have 
internalized the collectively defined perceptions of injustice and thus the higher their own 
perceptions of injustice. 
Hypothesis 7: Indivdduals with more social ties to members of a political organization will 
have higher perceptions of injustice. 
Hypothesis 8: Perceptions of injustice will be a mediating variable between social ties and 
level of political, participation. 
Group Identi ication 
In this section I will first provide some background information on identity theory 
then explain how. and why social identity is included in the micromobilization context. I will 
conclude with hypotheses formulated from the literature. In the literature on identity, 
researchers pose that there are three types: 1) Collective identity, 2) Social identity, and 3) 
Group identification (Bernd, Loewy, Sturmer, Weber,. Freytag, Habig, Kampmeier, and 
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Spahlinger 1998, Brewer and Silver 2000, Friedman and McAdam 1992, Klandermans 2002, 
Klandermans and de Weerd 2000, and Polletta and Jasper 2001). Collective identity refers to 
the cognitions shared by members of a single group (Klandermans and de Weerd 2000). 
According to social identity theory (Taj fel 1981), an individual's social identity is "that part 
of a person's self-concept that relates to his or her awareness of belonging to a specific group 
or category and that has a certain value and emotional meaning" (p.21). Group identification 
is the affective commitment to a group of which the individual is a member (Klandermans 
and de Weerd 2000). 
In sum, collective identity is a "we," it is a characteristic of a group and describes 
what makes people occupying a category similar. Social identity exists at the other end of 
the spectrum. It refers to an "I" and is the cognitions a single individual holds about his or 
her membership in one or more groups. Group identification is a little more ambiguous in 
.the literature but Klandermans (2002) suggests that it is the link between collective identity 
and social identity. His argument is that an individual's social identity is comprised of the 
internalizations of the collective identities of all groups an individual is a member of and it is 
through group identification that an individual internalizes aspects of these collective 
identities. It is not enough that an individual categorizes themselves as a member of a group, 
but in order for that individual to take part in collective action on behalf of the group they 
must also. internalize the collective identity andhave an affective commitment to the group 
(Klandermans 2002). 
Group identification is included in the micromobilization context because it is 
foraged in the social networks and organizations out of which. social movements emerge 
(Friedman and McAdam 1992, Hirsch 1990, and Klandermans 2002). Collective identities 
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of groups, and thus the internalizations of these collective identities or an individual's social 
identity, are constructed through an ongoing process of interactions with a number of 
different participants such as the media, other SMOs, and other individuals within the same 
SMO (Snow and McAdam 1999). ~1Vhat an individual internalizes from these collective 
identities is conditioned in large part on the social placement of an individual in the social 
hierarchy as well as their position within social networks (Klandermans 2002}. 
whereas an individual's social identity consists of all the internalizations of the 
collective identities of the groups with which a given individual is a member of, an 
individual's group identification is the specific cognitions and commitments that individual 
has about any one group with which he or she is a member of (Klandermans and de weerd 
2000). Thus, since this research is focusing on one particular group and not- all groups every 
individual is a part of, I will be using group identification in the analysis as a proxy for social 
identity due to the fact that social identity is quite fluid and varies depending on the context 
within which: an individual finds themself (Stryker 2000). 
Group identification leads to participation in social movements because once an 
individual develops an affective connection or a commitment to a group they become 
invested. in maintaining that connection and acting in ways that confirm and affirm that 
aspect of their social identity (Friedman and McAdam 1992, and Klandermans 2002). In 
essence, group identification acts as :an incentive to participate in social movement activities 
for those individuals who have strong group identification because they want to act in ways 
consistent with who they perceive themselves to be. In fact, Friedman and McAdam (1992) 
state, "one of the most powerful motivators of individual action is the desire to confirm 
through behavior a cherished identity" (p. 169). 
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Hypothesis 9: Individuals with stronger group identification are more likely to be highly 
active in political organizations. 
One aspect of the cognitive liberation process is that the insurgents come to define 
some part of their social situation as unjust and unfair meaning they develop perceptions of 
injustice.- The micromobilization context is the setting where this process takes place 
(McAdam 1988). Through the construction of grievances a group formulates who they are 
and what they stand for, or their collective identity (Johnston, Larana, and Gusfield 1994). 
Since group identification is the process whereby individuals develop their social identity 
based on the collective identities of the groups with which an individual is a member of and 
since a large part of any social movement group's collective identity is their perceptions of 
injustice the following hypothesis is formulated: 
Hypothesis 10: Individuals with stronger group identification will have higher perceptions of 
injustice. 
Hypothesis 11: Perceptions of injustice will be a mediating variable between strength of 
group identification and level of political participation. 
Another aspect of the cognitive liberation process is that individuals must come to 
believe that they can. make a difference and collectively they can make a change. These 
individuals must gain a sense of efficacy (McAdam 1982). Once again it is within the 
micromobilization context where individuals do this. Group identification promotes the 
perception of efficacy in the individual because through the process of group identification 
individuals gain a willingness to trust the intentions and motives of fellow in-group members 
(Brewer and Silver 2000). Thus, if individuals have a strong group identification they are 
more likely to believe that their group can make a difference and that through their actions 
they can change their situation. 
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Hypothesis 12: Individuals with stronger group identification will have higher perceptions of 
efficacy. 
Hypothesis 13: Perceptions of efficacy will be a mediating variable between strength of 
group identification and level of political participation. 
The process of group identification does not occur in isolation, social networks play a 
large role in determining the strength of an individual's group identification. One of the key 
aspects of the micromobilization context is that it provides the established structures of 
soldiary incentives (McAdam 1988). Basically this means that individuals are located within 
many different social networks and that these networks provide individuals with friendships, 
access to jobs, and many other things. Because of this, individuals feel obligated or at the 
very least more persuaded to act in ways that will sustain existing networks and even 
possibly create new ones (Friedman and McAdam 1992). Furthermore, several researchers 
have found that individuals with more network ties to a social movement have stronger group 
identification (Friedman and McAdam 1992, Klandermans 2002, and Stryker 2000). 
Friedman and McAdam (1992) explain that since both social and collective identities are 
rooted in the social networks from which movements emerge, it follows that individuals who 
are more integrated into. these networks would have stronger group identification. For these 
individuals maintaining their social identity acts as a selective incentive for participation. 
Similarly, Polletta and Jasper (2001) claim that prior ties motivate participation through 
norms of obligation and reciprocity. 
Hypothesis 14: Individuals with more social ties to members of a political organization will 
have stronger group identification. 
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Political Sociology Variables 
There are several variables that have been consistently found to have a statistically 
significant impact on the political participation of individuals. These are: political interest or 
psychological engagement, political knowledge, the perceived closeness of an election, and 
the perceived importance of an election. In order to gain a more complete picture of why 
individuals participate in politics these variables are included in the analysis to see if the 
other variables contribute to the explanation of why some individuals participate more than 
others beyond that which is explained by these political engagement variables. Since these 
variables have been found to be quite consistent in the political participation_ literature, I will 
briefly discuss each in the sections below. 
Pe~ceivecl Closeness o~ f Election 
The perceived closeness of an election motivates individuals not only to turn out on 
Election Day but also to participate in other ways in the political process (Milbrath and Goel 
1977, and Rosenstone and Hansen 1993). In their analysis of participation in American 
politics, Rosenstone and Hansen (1993) found that "citizens who think the presidential 
election is close are .about 1.6 percent more likely to vote and about 1 percent more likely to 
take part in [trying to persuade others to vote, doing work for a campaign, and donating 
money to a campaign]" (p. 182) a political campaign. Along with these findings, another 
reason to include perceived closeness of election as an independent variable is that the 2000 
presidential election was one of the closest elections in United States history. Al Gore won 
the popular vote with 50,999,897 votes while George W. Bush received 50,456,002 votes 
(Federal Election Commission "2000 Official Presidential General Election Results"). 
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However, George W. Bush won the electoral college votes and ultimately won the 
presidency. Because the 2000 election was so highly contested, and because George W. 
Bush was running for reelection in 2004, there were high expectations that the 2004 election 
would also be a very close election and indeed it was. John Kerry received 59,028,444 
popular votes or 48.27% of all votes and George W. Bush received 62,040,610 or 50.73% of 
all votes (Federal Election Commission "Federal. Elections 2004"). 
Hypothesis 15: Individuals who perceived the election to be close will be more likely to 
participate in a political organization. 
Perceived Importance of Election 
Another consistent finding in the literature on political participation is that individuals 
are more likely to turn out for elections they perceive to be important (Cambell 1960, 
Cambell 1962, Milbrath and Goel 1977, and Pesonen 1968). Rosenstone and Hansen (1993) 
found that those individuals who perceived the outcome of the election as important are "6.4 
percent. more likely to vote, 10.7 percent more likely to persuade others, 1.7 percent more 
likely to donate their time, and 3.5 percent more likely to donate their money" (p. 156). 
Thus, those who perceived the 2004 election to be a historically important election for the 
future of the United States will be more likely to be politically active. One of the main 
reasons the 2004 election was considered to be especially important was that whoever was 
elected was most ~ likely going to have at least one Supreme Court nomination and thereby be 
able to dictate the direction of the country for years to come. 
Hypothesis 16: Individuals who believe that the 2004 election will be of important historical 
signif cance for the United States will participate more in a political 
organization. 
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Political Interest 
Political interest or "psychological involvement" (Milbrath and Goel 1977) is "the 
degree to which citizens are interested in and concerned about politics and public affairs" (p. 
46). Hence, it seems almost intuitive that political interest would have an impact on political 
participation such that those who are more interested in politics are more likely to be 
politically. active (Milbrath and Gael 1977, and Verba, Schlozman, and Brady 1995). In fact, 
political interest has _been so consistently found to be such a strong predictor of participation 
that Milbrath and Goel (1977) state that "many authors do not bother to report it" (p. 46)4. 
Hypothesis 17: Individuals who are more interested in the campaign will participate more in 
apolitical organization. 
Political Knowledge 
Zaller (1992) uses the term "political awareness" to refer to "the extent to which an 
individual ..pays attention to politics and understands what he or she has encountered" (p. 21). 
He.distinguishes it from political interest by stating that it is an intellectual or cognitive 
engagement with public affairs rather than just an emotional or affective one (Zaller 1992). 
Political knowledge and political participation have a reciprocal relationship such that having 
higher levels of political knowledge leads to higher rates of political participation and at the 
same time higher rates of political participation leads to higher levels of political knowledge 
(Delli Carpini and Keefer 1996, and Junn 1991). Political knowledge facilitates political 
participation by making it easier for ..individuals to understand politics and making the 
benefits of participation more readily apparent (Delli Carpini and Keeter 1996, and Erikson 
4 See Milbrath and Goe11977: 46 for a list of articles showing the relationship between political interest and 
political participation. 
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and Tedin 2005). Indeed, several.researchers (Delli Carpini and Keeter 1996, Junn 1991, 
Leighley 1991, and Verba, Schlozman, and Brady 1995) have found support that individuals 
who are more knowledgeable about politics are more likely to participate and have higher 
rates of participation than those who have lower levels of political knowledge. 
Hypothesis 18: Individuals with more political knowledge will participate more in a political 
organization. 
Summary 
Much of the previous research conducted on political participation tends to focus on 
personal resources or personal attributes as explanations for why individuals participate in 
politics. However, these studies provide an inadequate explanation and have lead some 
scholars to suggest that in order to gain a more complete understanding of participation both 
mobilization factors and political engagement factors must be incorporated (Leighley 1995 
and Rosenstond and Hansen 1993). The aim of this project is to do just that by using social 
movement theory and specifically the political process theory (McAdam 1982) as it relates to 
the micromobilization context (McAdam 1988) to incorporate both mobilization factors and 
political engagement factors in an explanation of why individuals. participate in politics. 'The 
preceding sections have laid out the theoretical rationale for this project as well as the 
hypotheses that will be tested. 
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CHAPTER 3. METHODS 
This chapter is divided up into three parts: data collection methods, descriptive 
statistics, and variable operationalization. I will begin by describing the data collection 
process then move into the descriptive statistics for each variable and conclude with the 
operationalization of each variable. 
Data Collect~'on .1Vfethods 
This research was conducted in the Spring of 2005 using an Internet survey sent to 
individuals via email who were listed on the College Democrats and College Republicans' 
email list at a large, public Midwest university. In order to gain access to the lists I contacted 
the presidents of both organizations and described the project as well as to ask for their 
cooperation. I also attended one meeting of each organization to describe the project to the 
organizations' constituents and to ask that they take a few minutes to fill it out. Since this 
research is concerned with providing insight into why individuals join and become active in 
political organizations, I used purposive sampling to target those individuals who are directly 
affiliated with these organizations. The survey link was emailed out to each group on three 
separate occasions approximately 2-3 weeks apart. 
After initial contact with the presidents, I emailed them. the link to the Internet survey 
along with a short write-up describing the project, the estimated time it would take to 
complete the survey, the benefits this project will have for each organization, and to solicit 
responses. Two surveys were constructed, one for each organization, due to the political 
nature of the project. In order to be specific about which organization the survey was asking 
about as well as to be consistent throughout the survey, one; survey was constructed for the 
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College Democrats and one survey was constructed for the College Republicans. Even 
though two separate surveys were made, the questions and the order in which the questions 
were asked remained the same. The only thing that changed from survey to survey was the 
name of the specific organization each question was asking about. For example, the first 
question on both surveys asked the respondent whether he or she was a member of the 
College Republicans (or Democrats) before the 2004 election. 
Due to the nature of the program used to create the Internet survey, informed consent 
was obtained at the beginning of the survey. A short paragraph describing the project, the 
estimated time to complete the survey and the benefits of the project for each organization is 
the first thing a respondent sees when they open up the survey link. Therefore by choosing to 
fill out the survey each individual acknowledged they had read and understood the informed 
consent statement and that they knew they could quit or choose not to answer any question 
they thought was offensive or otherwise didn't want to answer. Anonymity was assured in 
two ways. First, no information that could link a respondent to their responses was collected. 
Second, there was absolutely no contact between the respondents and the researcher since the 
surveys were sent out via email and the responses stored by the survey program used to 
create the survey. Both a Login name and password are required to view the responses to the 
surveys; thus the confidentiality ofthe responses is ensured. Approval of the prof ect by the 
Institutional Review Board was obtained on April 20, 2005. The questionnaire consists of 60 
items, each of which will be discussed in detail below, and is included as appendix A. 
The target population for this project was all individuals who considered themselves 
to be a member of either political organization prior to the 2004 election. In order to narrow 
the larger population down to this targeted population, the, first question on the survey asks 
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whether or not the respondent considered him- or herself to be a member of the organization 
prior to the 2004 election. The responses were either Yes or No. If the response was No 
then the respondent was thanked for participating but no further responses were required of 
that individual. That being the, case, there were 108 Yes responses from the College 
Republicans and. 37 Yes responses from the College Democrats. There were 28 No 
responses from the College Republicans and 1 No response from the .College Democrats. 
Together there were 145 Yes responses and 29 No responses. Due to the low N for the 
Democrats this research will focus on the College. Republicans .and use their data for testing 
the hypotheses. One limitation to using the email lists of both groups is that they include 
individuals who were members before the 2004 election as well as those who became 
members after the 2004 election since the survey was conducted in the spring of 2005. 
Furthermore, potential respondents could have interpreted the first question to be asking 
whether or not they were members prior to the 2004 election cycle and not to the specif c 
election on November 2, 2004; thus contributing to the high NO response on the first 
question and subsequent lack of responses on the rest of the survey. 
The College Republican survey was emailed out to 900 individuals listed on their 
email list with 13 6 responses for a response rate of 15.3 %. For the College Democrats, the 
survey was emailed out to 1065 individuals with 3 8 of them responding for a response rate of 
3.5%. Because neither response rate was sufficiently high, the findings of this research are 
extremely exploratory and can not be generalized to the larger population. The low response 
rate could be due to the email lists containing individuals who became members both prior to 
and after the 2004 election. Individuals who became members after the 2004 election were 
sent the survey but were excluded from responding to it. Moreover, since there are no 
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restrictions on who can j oin the email lists, individuals on the lists may have signed up to be 
sent emails but. either were not Republicans or Democrats respectively or never read the 
emails that were sent out. Another reason for the low response rate is that the survey was 
emailed out toward the end of Spring semester 2005 and was close to final exam week 
therefore students were busy studying for exams and finishing semester projects and had 
little time to fill out the survey. 
Descriptive statistics and Ope~ationali.zation fog single=item Measu~'es 
This section will discuss each of the variables that will be used in the preceding 
analyses including how they were measured, what they are intended to measure, and what 
their mean and standard deviation are. The means and standard deviations reported below 
come from the College Republicans only. 
Dependent Variables 
There are three different. dependent variables in this research with each one being a 
measure of participation in slightly different ways. They are: 1) the number of political 
organization activities the respondent took part in, 2) Whether or not the respondent helped 
organize any of these activities, and 3) the number of hours spent on political organizational 
activities in a typical week. In this analysis political participation is operationalized as how 
often a respondent was actively involved in Republican activities and whether or not they 
helped organize any of these activities. I will talk about each one of these measures below. 
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Number ofpolitical organization activities respondent tookpa~t in 
This dependent variable measures the respondents overall participation in the political 
organization. It is a measure of how many Republican activities respondents participated in 
and was measured using a 1-4 scale with 1=None and 4=A11. The mean for the variable is 
1.89 which indicates that on average respondents participated at relatively low levels and the 
variable is skewed to the left. The standard deviation is .857. The N was 108 with no 
missing data. It is question 2.2 in Appendix A. 
T~'hethe~ respondent helped organize any of these activities 
This dependent variable is also an indication of the respondents' participation but it 
involves more commitment on the part of the respondent to the political organization so it 
therefore goes beyond the previous dependent variable. Not only does it involve attending 
Republican activities but it also indicates the level of that involvement such that there is a 
difference between individuals who passively attend activities and those who actively plan 
and organize them. This variable was measured using dummy coding where O=Did NUT 
help organize and 1=Did help organize activities. There were 91 respondents who indicated 
they did NOT help organize any activities and 17 respondents who reported they did help. 
Due to the low number of affirmative responses to this question, the results from the logistic 
regression on this variable will be extremely exploratory and highly questionable. The N 
was 108 with no missing data. It is question 2.3 in Appendix A. 
Nunzbe~ of hours spent on political organizational activities in a typical week 
This dependent variable is a more specific indication of a respondent's participation 
in the political organization looking at their participation in a typical week rather than overall 
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participation. This measure gives a better indication of the commitment of the respondent to 
the organization and their level of participation in the organization since it is a weekly 
measure and not an overall measure. It was measured using a 0-4 scale where O=No hours 
spent and 4=31 or more hours spent. The mean was 1.68 indicating that, on average, 
respondents spent between 1-10 and 11-20 hours on Republican activities in a typical week. 
The standard deviation is .628. Only one person indicated they spent 31 or more hours on 
Republican activities while no one reported spending 0 hours. The N was 105 with 3 values. 
However, because only six respondents reported spending 21-3 0 hours and one 
reported spending 31 or more hours, this measure was recoded into a dichotomous variable 
where 0 ,indicates respondents who spent 1-10 hours and 1 indicates respondents who spent 
11 or more hours. There were 42 respondents who reported spending 1-10 hours in a typical 
week and 63 respondents who reported spending 11 or more hours in a typical week on this 
recoded measure. The mean for the new measure was .6 and the standard deviation was .492. 
Independent Variables 
In this research there are 11 independent variables that will be used as single-item 
measures. For each variable listed below I will discuss how it is measured, what it is 
intended to measure as well as report their means and standard deviations when appropriate. 
Some questions were adopted from previous social movement and political sociology studies 
to fit the context of this survey and the experiences of college students. 
Level of interest in the campaigns 
This is a measure of the respondent's reported interest in the campaigns. It was 
measured on a 1-4 Likert scale with 1=Not Interested and 4=Very Interested. The mean was 
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3.43 with a standard deviation of .788 indicating that, on average, respondents were 
relatively highly interested in the campaigns. The question that appeared in the survey was: 
"During the course of the campaign, how interested would you say you were in the 
campaign?" The N was 108 with no missing data. It is question 3.1 in Appendix A. 
Personal Efficacy 
This single-item measure captures a respondent's belief that their political activity 
can have an actual impact on policies. It is hypothesized that higher personal efficacy on the 
part of a respondent will lead to higher participation within the political organization to 
which they belong. It was measured with a 1-4 Likert scale where 1=Strongly Disagree and 
4=Strongly Agree. The mean and standard deviation were 2.99 and .655 respectively. The 
exact wording in the survey was: "I believe that my political activity can have an impact on 
polices that affect students." This question was adapted from Milbrath and Goel (1977). The 
N was 106 with two missing values. It is question 4.1 e in Appendix A. 
Gove~nfnent Efficacy 
This measure is intended to capture a respondent's belief that the way the government 
operates can be changed. It is hypothesized that higher perceptions of governmental efficacy 
will lead to more participation by the respondent. Like the previous measure, it was 
measured using a 1-4 Likert scale with 1=Strongly Disagree and 4=Strongly Agree. The 
variable was recoded so that Strongly Disagree=4 and Strongly Agree=l. This is because if 
an individual believes that voting is the only way for a student to impact politics, then they 
do not believe the political system can be easily changed through other means of 
participation. The mean for the .recoded variable is 2.86 with a standard deviation of .947. 
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The exact wording for this variable was: "Voting is the only way students can impact how 
the government operates." This question was also adapted from Milbrath and Goel (1977). 
The N was 106 with two missing values. It is question 4.1 f in Appendix A. 
Inzpo~tance of Election 
This variable is used to indicate how important the 2004 election will be for the future 
of the United States. It is hypothesized that the more important a respondent feels the 2004 
election was, the more likely they are to participate in political organizations. A Likert 1-4 
scale was used to measure the variable with 1=Strongly Disagree. and 4=Strongly Agree. The 
mean was 3.3 8 and the standard deviation is .696. This shows that, on average, respondents 
saw the 2004 election as relatively important. The actual wording of the question was: "The 
outcome of the 2004 election will prove to be of important .historical significance for the 
future of the United States." The N was 106 with two missing values. It is question 4.1 g in 
Appendix A. 
~'loseness of Election 
This variable was used to measure how close a respondent thought the 2004 election 
was going to be at the beginning of the campaigns. It was measured using a semantic 
differential with "Bush would win easily" on one side and "Kerry would win easily" on the 
other. There-were seven different points a respondent could choose from according to how 
close they thought the election was going to be (1=Bush would win easily and 7=Kerry 
would win. easily). A score of 4 on the scale indicates that the respondent thought the 
election was too close to call while a score of 3 indicates the respondent thought the election 
would be close but Bush would win whereas a score of 5 _indicates the respondent thought the 
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election would be close but Kerry would win. This variable was then recoded to obtain a 
measure of closeness so that the scores 1-4 remained the same while scores 5-7 were recoded 
as 1-3 respectively. This recode provides a more accurate measure of the perceived 
closeness of the election where 1=Not close and 4=Extremely close. The recode also 
removes any indication of which candidate the respondent thought would win. It is 
hypothesized that the closer the respondent perceived the election to be, the more they wi11 
participate in political organizations. The mean for this recoded variable is 2.8972 with a 
standard deviation of .83479. The N was 107 with one missing value. It appears as question 
4.2 in Appendix A. 
~ea~ in school 
This is a measure of the respondent's year in school (i.e., freshman, sophomore, ect.). 
It used a 1-S scale where 1=Freshman and S=Graduate Student. The mean was 2.57 with a 
standard deviation of 1.252. The mode was Freshman with 28% of respondents reporting 
they were freshmen. However, the data was quite evenly distributed across all categories 
with the exception of graduate students. The sample consisted of 19.6% sophomores, 24.3 
juniors, 23.4% seniors, and 4.7% graduate students. Due to the low number of graduate 
students, five, the data was recoded with graduate student coded as missing values. The 
recoded mean was 2.45 and the standard deviation was 1.157. The N of the recoded variable 
is 102 with six values missing. This .question was 7.1 in Appendix A. 
Sex 
This variable indicates a respondent's sex. It is a dummy variable with 0=female and 
1=male. The sample was 53.8% male and 46.2% female. The literature indicates that males 
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participate more in politics (Milbrath and Goel 1977, Rosenstone and Hansen 1993) and so it 
is hypothesized that they will in this study as well. The N was 106 with two missing values. 
This question is 7.3 in Appendix A. 
Politicalldenti ication 
This is a measure of where a respondent believes they fall on the political spectrum. 
It was measured using the standard seven point scale with 1=Extremely liberal, 2=Liberal, 
3=Slightly Liberal, 4=Moderate or Middle, S=Slightly Conservative, 6=Conservative, and 
7=Extremely Conservative. Since this survey was given to Republicans larger numbers 
indicate stronger conservatism. The mean was 5.72, meaning, on average, respondents saw 
themselves as slightly conservative to conservative, with a standard deviation of ..867. only 
one respondent indicated they were slightly liberal while close to 60% of the sample 
indicated they were "Conservative." The N was 107 with one missing value. It appears as 
question 7.5 in Appendix A. 
L1~hen respondent joined political organization 
This item measured when the respondent j Dined the political organization. It ranged 
from 1-7 where 1 indicates they j Dined one week, before the election and 7 indicates they 
joined a year or more before the election. The mean is 5.00 and the standard deviation was 
1.756 which indicates that, on average, the respondents joined the College Republicans 
before the Democratic National Convention which started on July 26, 2004. However, the 
mode was 7 indicating that a number of respondents joined the College Republicans a year or 
more before the election. The N was 108 with no missing values. This question is 2.1 in 
Appendix A. 
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ope~ationali.~ation and Factor Analysis fog Scales 
This section will discuss each of the scales used in the analysis such as which 
variables are used. to construct each scale, the factor analysis for each scale, and the 
Cronbach's Alpha for each scale. Each scale was factor analyzed using Principal Component 
Analysis with Varimax rotation. Appendix B includes all factor loadings and alpha 
reliability scores for all items used in this analysis. Factor analysis is used to determine the 
number of underlying dimensions or factors among variables. Researchers use factor 
analysis to construct a smaller number of variables that represent the underlying concept the 
original items were intended to measure. This analysis uses varimax rotation in factor 
analysis because it makes the factors easier to interpret. For example, this research asks 
several questions regarding group identification. If these items are highly intercorrelated, 
they will load on one factor. By combining these items together, one variable can be used to 
represent these, items. If they load on more than one factor, varimax rotation is used to 
reduce the variables into factors that are more easily interpreted. 
After factor analysis has been run on all scales Cronbach's Alpha is used to determine 
the reliability of the items that make up the scales to see if they are in fact all measuring the 
same underlying concept. The higher the alpha, the more reliable or consistent the measure. 
Group Iclenti rcation Scale 
This scale originally consisted of seven items each measured using a 1-4 Likert scale 
and was adapted from Simon, Lowey, Sturmer, Weber, Freytag, Habig, Kampier, and 
Spahlinger f 1998) in order to make it a measure of identification with Republicans. The 
items making up the scale are: 1) "I think of myself as a Republican," 2) "When. Republicans 
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do something good, I feel proud," 3) "In many respects I am like most Republicans," 4) "In 
many respects Republicans hold similar Political views to each other," 5) In many respects 
Republicans tend to hold similar Non-Political views to each other," 6) I avoid mentioning 
my affiliation with the Republican party," reverse coded and 7) when someone criticizes 
Republicans, it's as if they are criticizing me personally." When these items were factor 
analyzed it revealed that all items but the "Republicans tend to hold similar Non-Political 
views to each other" loaded significantly on one factor while "Republicans tend to hold 
similar Non-Political views to each other" loaded significantly on another factor. The rotated 
factor loadings were .887, .814, .603, .260, -.072, .569, .762 respectively on factor 1 and 
.157, .237, .486, .656, .802, .349, -.205 on factor 2 for all seven items. Once "Republicans 
tend to hold similar non-political views to each other" was removed, the remaining six items 
all loaded on one factor. The new factor loadings were .878, .834, .754, .505, .658, and .623. 
Cronbach's alpha was .7683 when a117 items were included and increased to .7972 when 
"Republicans tend to hold similar Non-Political views to each other" was removed. 
Therefore, this six item scale, which was constructed by adding up the values on the six items 
and dividing by 6, will be used for group identification. The mean for this variable is 3.1825 
with a standard deviation of .5013 5. The N was 105 with 3 missing values. 
Injustice Scale 
The injustice scale originally included four items: 1) "The increasing costs of higher 
education was an important issue during the 2004 campaign," 2} "The current political 
system serves the interest of the wealthy," 3) "Politicians care about what I think," and 4) 
"Most U.S. politicians act in voters' interest rather than their own self-interest." The factor 
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analysis of these 4 items showed. that "The increasing costs of higher education was an 
important issue during the 2004 campaign" and "The current political system serves the 
interest of the wealthy" both loaded on one factor while "Politicians care about what I think" 
and "Most U.S. politicians act in voters' interest rather than their own self-interest" loaded on 
a second. The rotated factor loadings were -.246, .227, .824, and .861 respectively on factor 
1 and .788, .795, .03115, and -.0434 on factor 2. Table 3.1 shows the factor loadings and 
reliablility score for the injustice items. Based on these results this four item injustice scale 
was broken down into two separate scales: 1) Economic Injustice and 2) Political System 
Injustice. 
Table 3.1 Factor loadings and reliability results for all injustice items 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Description Factor 1 Factor 2 
Cost of Higher Education -.246 .788 
Political system .serves wealthy .227 .795 
Politicians care what I think .824 .031 
Politicians act in voters' interest .861 -.043 
Cronb ach' s Alpha =. 3 2 6 5 
N = 105 
Economic Injustice Scale 
This new scale consists of "The increasing costs of higher education was an important 
issue during the 2004 campaign" and "The current political system serves the interest of the 
wealthy." Both of these items had factor loadings of .792 with a Cronbach's alpha of .403 8. 
Table 3.2 presents the factor loadings and reliability scores for these two items. Since there 
was only one factor extracted no rotation is necessary. This scale was constructed by adding 
these two items together and dividing by 2. The mean for this scale is 2.3048 with a standard 
deviation of .54814. The N was 105 with 3 missing values. 
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Table 3.2 Factor loadings and reliability results for economic injustice scale items 
Description Factor 1 Loadings 
Cost of Higher Education .792 
Political system serves wealthy .792 
Cronbach's Alpha = .4032 
N = 105 
Political Systejn Injustice 
This scale consists of "Politicians care about what I think" and "Most U.S. politicians 
act in voters' interest rather than their own self-interest." Both of these items had factor 
loadings of .858 with a Cronbach's alpha of .6425. This scale was constructed by adding 
these two items together and- dividing by 2. The mean for this scale is 2.4811 with a standard 
deviation of .56873. The N was 106 with 2 missing values. Table 3.3 presents the factor 
loadings and alpha reliability scores for the two items in the scale. Since only one factor was 
extracted rotation was not necessary. 
Table 3.3 Factor Loadings and reliability results for political system injustice items 
Description Factor 1 Loadings 
Politicians care what I think .858 
Politicians act in voters' interest .858 
Cronb ach' s Alpha = .642 5 
N = 105 
Overall Political Discussions 
This scale was constructed by adding together "During the campaign, how often did 
you and republican 1 discuss political matters," "During. the campaign, how often did you 
and republican 2 discuss political matters," "During the campaign, how often did you and 
democrat 1 discuss political matters," and "During the campaign, how often did you and 
democrat 2 discuss political matters." This scale is intended. to measure the overall 
frequency of political discussions a respondent had during_ the course of the campaign. The 
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range for this scale is from four to sixteen with a mean of 9.3 896 and a standard deviation of 
2.81984. The N was 77 with 31 missing values. 
Difference in Discussions 
This scale was constructed by first adding together "During the campaign, how often 
did you and republican 1 discuss political matters," and "During the campaign, how often did 
you and republican 2 discuss political matters" and adding together "During the campaign, 
how often did you and democrat 1 discuss political matters," and "During the campaign, how 
often did you and democrat 2 discuss political matters." Each of these items was- measured 
on a 1 to 4 scale with 1=Never and 4=Very Often. Each of the combined discussion 
variables range from 2 to 8. Discussions with Republicans has a mean of 4.927 and a 
standard deviation of 1.66. The N was 96 with 12 missing values. Discussions with 
Democrats has a mean o f 4.5.51 and a standard deviation of 1.6 8 . The N was 7 8 with 3 0 
missing values. 
Next, the discussions with Democrats variable was subtracted from the discussions 
with Republicans variable to create a new difference in discussions variable. This variable is 
intended to measure whether or not a difference in who an individual discusses politics with 
plays a role in whether or not they participate in politics. The variable ranges from -6 to 6 
with negative numbers indicating the respondent discussed politics more often with 
Democrats than with Republicans and a score of 0 indicates the respondent discussed politics 
with the same frequency with Democrats as with Republicans. This variable has a mean of 
.3 766 which indicates that on average respondents talked with the same frequency to 
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Democrats as Republicans leaning only slightly toward Republicans and a standard deviation 
of 1.8 8 . The N was 77 with 31 missing values. 
Republicans known over Defnoc~ats known 
This scale is intended to measure whether knowing persons in another political 
organization has an impact on how involved an individual is within the political organization 
with which they are a member of. It was constructed by subtracting "How many members of 
the ISU Democrats did you know before the campaign" from "How many members of the 
ISU Republicans did you know before the campaign." Both of these original variables were 
measured using a 1-3 scale where 1=0 persons, 2=1 to 4 persons, and 3=5 or more. Once 
they were subtracted, the new range of values for this constructed scale was -2 to 2. The 
mean is -.0566 with a standard deviation of .81451. The N is 106 with 2 missing values. 
Negative numbers on this scale mean that the respondent knew more democrats than 
republicans .before the campaign. 
This constructed scale was then recoded to remove the negative numbers from the 
range of values. The recoded measure ranges from 1 to 5 with low numbers. meaning the 
respondent knew more democrats before the campaign and high numbers meaning the 
respondent knew more republicans before the campaign. A value of 3 means the respondent 
knew the same number of republicans as democrats before the campaign. The mean for this 
recoded measure is 2.9434 with a standard deviation of .81451 and an N of 106. The mean 
of 2.9434 indicates that on average the republican respondents knew slightly more democrats 
than republicans before the campaign. However, the median of 3 indicates that most 
respondents knew the same number of Democrats as Republicans. 
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Political Knowledge 
This scale is an additive scale measuring the political knowledge of a respondent by 
testing their knowledge of the offices politicians hold as well as their political party. The 
politicians used were Senator Charles Grassley, Senator Tom Harkin, Representative Tom 
Latham, and Governor Thomas vilsack. There were two separate sets of questions, one 
asking the respondent to identify the correct political party of each politician and the second 
set asking them to identify the correct political position (i.e. Governor, Senator, 
Representative) Of each politician. Correct responses were coded as "1" and incorrect "0". 
The respondents political knowledge was measured by adding up all correct responses. The 
range of values on this additive measure is from 0 to 8 with a mean of 7.1863, a standard 
deviation of 1.37683, and an N of 102. 
Media Use 
This scale combines respondents' responses on two questions: 1) "Other than the paid 
political advertisements, about how often did you watch programs on television about the 
2004 campaign" and 2}"Other than the paid political advertisements, about how often did 
you read any magazine or newspaper articles about the 2004 campaign." Each of the original 
variables was measured on a 5 point scale with 1 Never, 2=Once a month, 3=Couple of 
times a month, 4=Once a week, and S=More than once a week. The range for the 
constructed scale is from 2 to 10 with a mean of 8.3048, a standard deviation of 1.94701 and 
an N of 105. 
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Lack of Free Tifne 
This scale measures the amount of free time a respondent had in a typical week 
during the 2004 campaign. It is constructed by adding together respondents' responses on 
three items: 1}How many hours respondent spent on school work, 2) Hours spent on a job, 
and 3) Hours spent on activities for other organizations respondent is involved in. Each item 
ranges from 0-4 with 0=0 hours, 1=1-10 hours, 2=11-20 hours, 3 =21-3 0 hours, and 4=31 or 
more hours. The overall combined scale ranges from 0 to 12. The mean is 7.1524 with a 
standard deviation of 1.5114 and an N of 105. Since this is an additive measure, high scores 
indicate that a respondent has less free time and low scores indicate that a respondent has 
more free time. 
Summary 
This section has discussed each of the variables that will be included in the analyses. 
~It has. provided information regarding the sampling methods, the questionnaire construction, 
descriptive statistics and the operationalization and factor analyses for each of the scales. 
The next section will test each of the hypothesis stated in the literature review. 
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CHAPTER 4. RESULTS 
This chapter will present the results from testing my hypotheses. First, I will discuss 
the correlation matrix, highlighting those correlations that are statistically significant and 
relevant to my hypotheses. Next, I will discuss how I tested the model and report the results. 
Co~~elation Matrix 
Table 4.1 presents zero order correlations for all independent and dependent variables 
for the College Republicans. Since correlations are measures of association, the hypotheses 
testing are included in a different section. 
I will first discuss the significant correlations with my three dependent variables. 
Starting with how many Republican activities a respondent participated in, the significant 
correlations are: level of campaign interest, importance of election, economic injustice, 
political knowledge, political media use, group identification, political system injustice, 
overall political discussions, difference in discussions, political ideology, and personal 
efficacy. All of these correlations were positive with the exception of economic injustice and 
political system injustice. Correlations that were at least .4 or higher were campaign interest 
(.472) and overall discussions (.450}. These variables should be significant predictors of the 
number of Republican activities when all independent variables are regressed on the 
dependent variable. 
The next dependent variable ~.is whether respondent organized any Republican 
activities. The significant correlations are: how many Republican activities participated in, 
time spent on Republican activities, ,level of campaign interest, importance_ of election, group 
identification, political system injustice, and governmental efficacy. All of these correlations 
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are positive. except political system injustice. There were no significant correlations above .4 
except for number of Republican activities which is another dependent variable. 
The third and final dependent variable is time spent on Republican_ activities. The 
significant correlations are: how many Republican activities participated in, organized any 
Republican activities, level of campaign interest, importance of election, economic injustice, 
political media use, group identification, overall political discussions, difference in 
discussions, and political ideology. All of these correlations are positive with the exception 
of economic injustice. The variables having the strongest correlations with time spent on 
Republican activities are importance of election (.3 96), campaign interest (.482), and overall 
discussions (.53 8). As with the number of Republican activities, campaign interest and 
overall discussions have relatively high correlations with time-:spent on Republican activities 
indicating that these variables play an important role in predicting these dependent variables. 
All three of the dependent variables were significantly. correlated with each other 
(how many activities and organize any activities r =.592, how many activities and spent time 
on republican activities r =.785, and spent time on republican activities and organized any 
activities r =.306). Each dependent variable will be used in a separate analysis so issues of 
mulitcollinearity do not apply. 
Independent variables 
An examination of the intercorrelationsbettyeen independent variables is important 
due to multicollinearityfssues such that if independent variables have high intercorrelations 
this can cause slope estimates to become inflated which would bias the results. 
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Several of the independent variables have correlations at or near .4 and a few have 
correlation above .4. Those correlations above .4 are: campaign interest and importance of 
election (r =.474), interest and political knowledge (r =.456), interest and political media use 
(r =.517), importance and political media use (r =.411), importance and group identification 
(r= .437), group identification and difference in discussions (r =.431), group identification 
and political ideology (r =.629), political system injustice and personal efficacy (r = -.435), 
and Republicans known over Democrats known and difference in discussions (r =.445). All 
these correlations make sense especially those with campaign interest. If an individual 
believes the election will be important, they are also more likely to be interested in the 
campaign. Interest and political knowledge go together because if an individual is interested 
in politics, they are also likely to know a lot about politics. The same is true with interest and 
political media use. The correlation between importance and media use indicates that there is 
a strong relationship between the amount of political media an individual uses and how 
important they perceived the election to be. The correlation between importance and group 
identification indicates that there is a relationship between how strong an individual identifies 
as a Republican and how important they perceived the election to be. Group identification 
also has a strong relationship with difference in discussions indicating that the stronger an 
individual identifies as a Republican, the more they discuss politics with more Republicans 
than Democrats. The strongest correlation among the independent variables is between 
group identification and political ideology. This makes sense because group identification is 
measuring how strongly a respondent identifies as a Republican while political ideology is a 
measure of where the respondent falls on the political spectrum. Since the Republican party 
as a whole is the more conservative party, you would expect a higher correlation between 
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these variables. Because of this high correlation, special attention must be paid when 
entering both variables into a regression equation due to possible multicollinearity. The 
negative correlation between political system injustice and personal efficacy indicates that 
individuals who believe the political system serves the wealthy also believe that they can not 
change the system through their actions. The final relatively high correlation is between 
Republicans known over Democrats known and difference in discussions. Since it is positive 
it indicates that individuals who know more Republicans than. Democrats also discuss politics 
with more Republicans than Democrats which makes sense because individuals talk to others 
with whom they are familiar more than with others who are not familiar or are strangers. 
Those correlations at or near .4 are: interest and overall discussions (r =.392), interest 
and personal efficacy (r =.394), difference in discussions and importance of election (r 
=.376), economic injustice and group identification (r = -.408), political knowledge and year 
in school (r =.382), 
There are also some intercorrelations between .3 and .4. These are: interest and group 
identification (r =.366), interest and political ideology (r =.353), importance and political 
ideology (r =.351), political knowledge and personal efficacy (r =.302), lack of free time and 
year in school (r =.360), Republicans known over Democrats known and group identification 
(r =.368), overall discussions and personal efficacy (r =.312) and difference in discussions 
and governmental efficacy (r = -.319). 
In sum, a few independent variables have high correlations (above .4) with other 
independent variables such as interest, importance, and group identification but a majority of 
the independent variables have modest correlations (under .3) with each other. The next 
section will present the results from testing the hypotheses using multiple regressions. 
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1V1odel Testing 
Using SPSS (Statistical Program for the Social Sciences) I tested the proposed 
theoretical model based on the literature review. Each endogenous variable was treated as a 
dependent variable with all the preceding variables in the model used as independent 
variables beginning with lack of free time as the first dependent variable and moving to the 
right so that earlier endogenous variables are causally prior to the variable being tested in the 
model. The analyses were conducted using backward multiple regression for dependent 
variables that are continuous and backward logistic regression for dependent variables that 
are dichotomous. The backward method of multiple regression was used because it initially 
enters all independent variables into the regression equation and then removes one variable at 
a time that does not contribute to explaining the variance in the dependent variable. Only 
those variables that have a direct impact on the dependent variable are left in the final model. 
Ordinary least squares multiple regression is used to test the model because it allows the 
researcher to~ enter several independent variables into a regression equation and proceeds to 
fit a Line that minimizes the squared deviations between the fitted line and the observed 
values. This method is appropriate when the dependent variable is a continuous variable and 
the independent variables can be either dichotomous or continuous. However, there are some 
limitations to this method. First, the researcher needs to watch the change from one model to 
the next to ensure that there are not variables that are significant in one model but become 
insignificant in the next once a variable is removed. This would be a case of suppression. 
Another limitation a researcher should be mindful of is to look for changes in the sign of an 
independent variable's beta once a variable is removed. This would be a case of distortion. 
Fortunately neither suppression or distortion appeared in this analysis. 
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Table 4.2 presents the standardized ordinary least squares coefficients for each 
endogenous variable when all independent variables at that point are in the model. Table 4.3 
presents the standardized ordinary least squares coefficients for only the significant 
predictors for each endogenous variable after all non-significant variables have dropped out. 
The standardized coefficients allow comparison across the independent variables to see 
which of the variables has the largest impact on the dependent variable. Likewise, table 4.4 
presents the unstandardized OLS coefficients and standard errors for each endogenous 
variable when all independent variables are entered in the model and table 4.5 presents the 
unstandardized OLS coefficients and standard errors for only the significant predictors for 
each endogenous variable after all non-significant independent variables have dropped out of 
the equation. The unstandardized regression coefficients represent the amount of change in 
the independent variable for a one unit increase in the dependent variable. Table 4.6 presents 
the logistic coefficients of the significant predictors for help organize activities and time 
spent on .Republican activities. The logistic coefficients indicate the change in the log odds 
of the dependent variable. In the section below I will discuss the results of the various 
multiple regressions. 
Exogenous Variables 
There are three exogenous variables in the model: year in school, sex, and political 
ideology. The relationships between these exogenous variables are left unanalyzed. 
However, they are included as control variables in each regression of the endogenous 
variables listed below. 
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Table 4.6 Significant Logistic Coefficients from the Regression of All Dependent variables 
on Help Organize and Spent Time on Republican Activities 
Help Organize Spent Time on Republican Activities 
Year in School 
Sex 6.479` ~` 
(2.153) 
Political Ideology ---
Lack of Free Time 
Group Identification 
Republicans Known Over 2.075 ~ 
Democrats Known (.917) 
Difference in Discussions --- .600~~ 
(.217) 
Political System Injustice 
Economic Injustice 
Political Media Use 
Political Knowledge 
Perceived Closeness 
Perceived Importance 
When Joined 
Personal Efficacy 
Goverrunental Efficacy 
Campaign Interest 
Overall Discussions 
--- ---
---
--- ---
--- ---
-3:094** 
(1.211) 
--
--- ---
--- ---
--- ---
--- ---
--- ---
--- ---
2.774* 
(1.192) 
3.862**. 
(1.271) 
--
---
1.727** 
(.607) 
.445* 
(.197) 
Chi-square ~ 32.474 42.731 
Degrees of freedom 4 3 
N 68 67 
Note: Numbers in parentheses are standard errors; Chi-square and degrees of freedom 
reported for significant predictors only. 
~p < .OS ~ ~p < .O l ~~~ ~p < .001 
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Endogenous Variables 
Lack of ~~ee Time 
Lack of free time is the first endogenous variable in the model. Sex, year in school, 
and political ideology were regressed on Lack of free time. It is hypothesized that year in 
school would be a predictor of a lack of free time such that an individual who has been in 
college longer will be more .likely to be involved in other activities and thus have Less free 
time. Year in school was a significant predictor of a lack of free time at the .01 level 
(standardized beta =.311 }. The adjusted R2 equals .087 meaning year in school explains 
about 9% of the variance in lack of free time. Year in school, with its positive beta, makes 
sense to be a predictor of lack of free time because as a person moves from one grade level to 
the next classes get harder and require more time and effort. Thus a student who is a senior 
most likely has less free time to dedicate to other activities than a student who is a freshman 
which is what the significant positive beta for year in school shows. 
Republicans known over Democrats known 
The second variable tested was Republicans known over Democrats .known. It is 
hypothesized that lack of free time and year in school would predict Republicans known over 
Democrats known. Lack of free. time, political ideology, year in school, and sex were 
regressed on Republicans known over Democrats known. Political ideology was the only 
significant variable (standardized- beta =.242 at .OS). The adjusted R2 equals .049. That 
means group identification explains about 5% of the variance in Republicans known over 
Democrats known. This finding indicates that individuals who consider themselves to be 
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more conservative discuss politics more often with other Republicans or conservatives which 
makes sense because individuals tend to associate with others who are like themselves. 
Difference in Discussions 
In the model it was assumed that Republicans known over Democrats known was 
causally prior to difference in discussions therefore Republicans known over Democrats 
known was used as an independent variable when testing difference in discussions. 
Republicans known over Democrats known is hypothesized to have direct effects on 
difference in discussions since in order to discuss with other individuals you must know them 
first or at least have an idea of who they are. Regressing Republicans known over Democrats 
known, lack of free time, political ideology, year in school and sex on difference in 
discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known (standardized beta =.429 at .001) 
turned out to be a significant predictor. The adjusted RZ equals .172 indicating that 
Republicans known over Democrats known explains about 17% of the variance in difference 
in discussions. It makes sense for Republicans known over Democrats known to be a 
predictor of difference in discussions because in order to talk with either Republicans or 
Democrats an individual must first know them. The positive beta indicates that respondents 
who knew more Republicans than Democrats also discussed politics more often with 
Republicans than Democrats. 
Group Identi acation 
Group identification was the next variable to be tested in the model moving from left 
to right. It is hypothesized that political ideology, Republicans known over Democrats 
known, and difference in discussions would have direct effects on group identification. In 
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the regression of difference in discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack 
of free time, political ideology, year in school, and sex on group identification, political 
ideology (standardized beta =.525 at .001) and difference in discussions (standardized beta 
=.312 at .001) turned out to be the significant predictors. The adjusted R2 equals .416 
meaning political ideology and difference in discussions explains about 42% of the variance 
in group identi~ cation. Both of these variables make sense to be significant predictors of 
group identification. They both have relatively high correlations with group identification; 
political ideology = .629 and difference in discussions = .431. Along with these relatively 
high correlations these variables make sense to be significant predictors on a more intuitive 
sense. Political ideology measures where a respondent feels they fall on the political 
spectrum from extremely Liberal to extremely conservative. In this sample the mean for 
political ideology is 5.72 and the mode is 6 indicating that a lot of the respondents felt that 
they were conservative. Because the Republican party is the more conservative political 
party, individuals who identify themselves with the Republican party also consider 
themselves to be conservative as the positive beta here indicates. Difference in discussions 
also makes sense because one way an individual can gain a sense of identity is through 
discussions with others in their social network (Friedman and McAdam 1992). Therefore, as 
the positive beta indicates, individuals who discuss politics more frequently with Republicans 
are more likely to identify themselves as a Republican. 
Political Media Use 
Political media use follows group identification in the model. Lack of free time was 
hypothesized to have direct effects on political media use. Once political ideology, group 
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identification, difference in discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of 
free time, year in school, and sex were regressed on political media use, Republicans known 
over Democrats known (standardized beta =.3 86 at .001) was found to have direct effects on 
political media use. The adjusted R2 equals .137 indicating Republicans known over 
Democrats known explains about 14% of the variance in political media use. The positive 
beta indicates that knowing more Republicans than Democrats leads to an increase in use of 
political media. This finding is a little less clear as to why this would be the case but it could 
be that because a respondent knows more Republicans than Democrats they would want to 
keep up on political news especially political news that deals with Republicans. However, 
this finding should be further investigated in future research. 
Political Knowledge
Political knowledge is the next endogenous variable to be tested as a dependent 
variable. It is hypothesized that year in school, lack of free time, and political media use will 
have, direct effects on political knowledge. In the regression of sex, year in school, lack of 
free time, Republicans known over Democrats known, difference in discussions, group 
identification, and political ideology on political knowledge, both political ideology 
(standardized beta .247 at .OS) and year in school (standardized beta .327 at .01) were 
significant predictors. The adjusted R2 equals .160 meaning political ideology and year in 
school explain about 16% of the variance in political knowledge. The positive beta of 
political ideology indicates that respondents who identified more strongly as Republicans 
also had more political knowledge. This finding shows that as a person becomes more 
partisan, they also gain more political knowledge. The positive beta for year in school 
59 
indicates that as a respondent gets older and moves up in grade level, they also gain more 
political knowledge. This makes sense because as an individual gets older they become 
exposed to more experiences and ideas through classes and other contexts- that relate to the 
political realm. 
Political System injustice 
Political system injustice is one step closer to predicting political participation from 
political knowledge in the causal chain of the model. Political ideology and Republicans 
known over Democrats known were hypothesized to be significant predictors of political 
system injustice. ~1Vhen political media use, political knowledge,. political ideology, group 
identification, difference in discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of 
free time, year in ,school and sex were regressed on political _system injustice, only political 
ideology (standardized beta = -.292 at .05) had a direct effect on political system injustice. 
The adjusted R2 equals .071 indicating political ideology explains 7% of the variance in 
political system injustice. The negative beta indicates that as respondents identified 
themselves as more conservative, the less they felt the political system to be unjust. This is 
an interesting finding because according to the social movement literature ((Johnston, 
Larana, and Gusfield 1994) individuals with stronger group identifications should have 
higher perceptions of injustice since it is through the construction of grievances whereby a 
group formulates an identity and ,what they stand for. However, according to this finding it 
seems that those ~vho are more conservative do not see injustice in the political system. One 
possible explanation is that because conservatives are in control of all three branches of 
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government those who identify more strongly as conservatives feel that the political system 
is just and fair. 
Political Econofnic Injustice 
At the same causal point with political system injustice is economic injustice. Group 
identification and Republicans known over Democrats known are hypothesized to be 
significant predictors of economic injustice. In the regression of political media use, political 
knowledge, political ideology, group. identification, difference in discussions, Republicans 
known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year in school, and sex on economic 
injustice, group identification (standardized beta = -.63 7 at .001), Republicans known over 
Democrats known (standardized beta =.522 at .001), political media use (standardized beta = 
-.264 at .05), and political knowledge (standardized beta = .199 at .OS) were significant 
predictors. The adjusted R2 equals .3 86 indicating that group identification, Republicans 
known over Democrats known,. political media use, and political knowledge explain about 
3 9% of the variance in economic injustice. The negative beta for group identification 
indicates that the more conservative a respondent is the less they believe that the political 
economic system is unjust. This fits with a previous finding that the more conservative a 
respondent is the less they believe the political system to be unjust. It follows from these two 
findings that conservatives do not believe there is injustice in the political system and that 
fighting the injustice is not part of their group identity. Contradictory to this finding however 
is the positive beta for Republicans known over Democrats known. This indicates that 
respondents who knew more Republicans than Democrats were more likely to believe that 
the political economic system is unjust. From table 4.1 there is a positive correlation (.122) 
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between Republicans known over Democrats although it is not significant and there is a 
significant relatively strong negative correlation (-.408) between group identification and 
political economic injustice. Since there is a significant positive correlation between group 
identification and Republicans known over Democrats known (.368) the positive beta for 
Republicans known over Democrats known does not seem to fit. This finding should be 
further investigated in future research. The negative beta for political media use indicates 
that the more political media a respondent uses, the less they think the political economic 
system in unjust. This could be due to the media that they are using but would neet~ to be 
further investigated to really know why there is a link between media use and beliefs about 
the political economic system. Political knowledge has a positive beta indicating that the 
more political knowledge a respondent has the more they think the political economic system 
is unjust. This is an interesting finding given the previous one and the significant positive 
correlation between knowledge and media use (.250). 
Pe~cezved Closeness of Election 
Political knowledge and political media use were hypothesized to predict perceived 
closeness. UV~hen political knowledge, economic injustice, political system injustice, political 
media use, political ideology, group identification, difference in discussions, Republicans 
known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year in school, and sex were regressed on 
it, political media use (standardized beta = -.392 at .001) and lack of free time (standardized 
beta = -.268 at .05) were found to be significant predictors. The adjusted RZ equals .217 
indicating that political media use and lack of free time explain about 22% of the variance ~ in 
perceived closeness of election. The negative beta for media use indicates that the more 
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media a respondent used the wider the margin of victory they thought there would be. Once 
again this could be due to the media they were using and should be investigated further. 
Likewise, the negative beta for lack of free time indicates that the less free time a respondent 
had the wider the margin of victory they thought there would be. This finding also needs 
further investigation to determine why a lack of free time would lead one to believe one 
candidate was going to win more easily over another. 
.I'e~ceivecl I~npo~tance of Election 
Perceived importance of election was the next variable tested. It is hypothesized that 
group identification and political knowledge will have direct effects on perceived 
importance. Regressing perceived closeness, economic injustice, political system injustice, 
political knowledge, political media use, political ideology, group identification, difference in 
discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year in school, 
and sex on perceived importance, political media use (standardized beta =.323 at .01), 
difference in discussions (standardized beta =.3 62 at .001), and political system injustice 
(standardized beta = -.281 at .01) were found to have significant effects. The adjusted R2
equals .3 00, meaning political media use, difference in discussions, and political system 
injustice explain 30% of the variance in perceived importance. Political media use's positive 
beta indicates that a respondent who used more political media was also likely to perceive the 
election to be more important. This could be due to the media coverage of the election but 
need further investigation. The positive beta for difference in discussions indicates that 
respondents who discussed politics with more Republicans than Democrats were more likely 
to perceive the election as more important. This makes.-sense because through talking to 
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mare Republicans an individual can gain a sense of what is at stake for the Republicans in 
the election and why the election is important for them. The final significant predictor, 
political system injustice, has a negative beta which indicates that the more a respondent 
believes the political system is unjust the less important they perceived the election to be. A 
possible explanation is that if an individual believes that the political system is unfair they 
may feel that one election will. not matter because the whole system is not fair and just so 
therefore it does not matter who wins. 
YJ~hen joined the College Republicans 
Moving one step to the right in the causal chain from perceived importance is when 
joined the College Republicans (from here on referred to as when j oined). Perceived 
importance, perceived closeness, political system injustice, political ideology, group 
identification, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of free time, and year in 
school were hypothesized to have direct effects on when j oined, Once perceived importance, 
perceived closeness, economic injustice, political system injustice, political knowledge, 
political media use, political ideology, group identification, difference in discussions, 
Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year in school, and sex were 
regressed on when j oined, year in school (standardized beta =.3 71 at .001), perceived 
importance (standardized beta =.268 at .OS),.political media use (standardized beta = -.249 at 
.OS), and perceived closeness (standardized beta = -.423 at .001) were found to have 
significant direct effects on when j oined. The adjusted R2 equals .3 81 which indicates that 
year in school, perceived importance of election, political media use, and perceived closeness 
of election explain about 3 8% of the variance in when; j oined. The positive beta for year in 
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school indicates that upperclassmen joined the College Republicans earlier than 
underclassmen which makes sense because the election was in November and in-coming 
Freshman would not have been able to join the College Republicans before August when the 
semester starts. 'The positive beta for perceived importance indicates that respondents who 
believed the election to be important joined the group earlier. This finding also makes sense 
because if an individual thinks the election is important they will want to do what they can to 
help ensure their candidates victory. Political media use has a negative beta indicating that a 
respondent who used more political media actually joined the College Republicans closer to 
the election. This finding does not seem to fit, especially because there is a positive 
correlation between media use and when joined (.235). This should be fuxther investigated. 
The last significant predictor is perceived closeness of election which has a negative beta. 
This indicates that a respondent who perceived the election was going to be close joined the 
College Republicans closer to the election. This could be because as the election drew nearer 
and the respondent felt it was going to be close it made him or her want to join the College 
Republicans to help their candidate win the election. 
Personal Efficacy 
Moving to the right in the model, personal efficacy is the next variable to be tested. It 
is hypothesized that perceived importance, political system injustice, economic injustice, 
group identification, Republicans known over Democrats known, political knowledge, and 
lack of free time will be significant predictors of personal eft cacy. When when j oined, 
perceived importance, perceived closeness, economic injustice, political system injustice, 
political knowledge, political media use, political ideology, group identification, difference in 
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discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year in school, 
and sex were regressed on personal efficacy, political system injustice (standardized beta = - 
.53 8 at .001), political knowledge (standardized beta =.446 at .001 level), political ideology 
(standardized beta = -.248 at .OS), and year in school (standardized beta = -.234 at .OS) were 
found to be significant predictors. The adjusted R2 equals .331, thus political knowledge, 
political system injustice, political ideology, and year in school, explain about 33% of the 
variance in personal efficacy. The negative beta for political system injustice indicates that 
the more a respondent felt the political system is unjust the less they felt they could do 
anything about it or that they could make a difference through their actions. This makes 
sense because if an individual believes that the political system is unfair they are also likely 
to believe that they can not do anything to change the system. Political knowledge has a 
positive .beta indicating that the more political knowledge a respondent_ has the more they 
believe they can make a difference through their actions. This seems to make sense because 
if an individual has more political knowledge they know about the political system and know 
what they can do in order to make a difference in that system. The negative beta for political 
ideology indicates that a respondent who identifies more strongly as a conservative believes 
that they can not make a difference in the political system. This finding does not seem to 
make sense because one would assume that since conservatives have control of all three 
branches of government, someone who is conservative would believe that they would be able 
to influence how the system operates. It might be that an individual. who identifies as a 
strong conservative does not feel they can change the political system because conservatives 
already are in control of all three branches of government and there is no need for change. 
Finally, year in school has a negative beta which indicates that upperclassmen believe they 
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can not make a difference while underclassmen believe they can. One possible explanation 
is that underclassmen might not. fully understand how the political system operates and so 
feel that they .can make a difference while upperclassmen have more exposure to the political 
system and believe that it is hard to actually change the system. 
Gove~nn2ental efficacy 
Governmental efficacy is in the same causal point as personal efficacy. It is 
hypothesized that group identification and Republicans known over Democrats known will 
have direct effects on goverrunental efficacy. In the regression of when j oined, perceived 
importance, perceived closeness, economic injustice, political system injustice, political 
knowledge, political media use, political ideology, group identification, difference in 
discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year in school, 
and sex on governmental efficacy, difference in discussions (standardized beta = -.297 at .OS) 
had, direct effects on governmental efficacy. The adjusted R2 equals .074 meaning difference 
in discussions explains 7.4% of the variance in governmental efficacy. The negative beta for 
difference in discussions indicates that a respondent who discussed politics with Republicans 
more frequently than with Democrats believes that voting is the only way students can 
impact how the government operates. This finding needs further investigation but it could be 
that in their discussions with others Republicans were really stressing- the idea that voting is 
the only way to impact government and for students to make a difference. 
Can~~aign .~nte~est 
Campaign interest ,(interest} is hypothesized to be predicted by perceived importance, 
perceived closeness, govenuental efficacy, personal efficacy, political knowledge, and lack 
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of free time. when personal efficacy, governmental efficacy, when joined, perceived 
importance, perceived closeness, economic injustice, political system injustice, political 
knowledge, political media use, political ideology, group identi~ cation, difference in 
discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year in school, 
and sex were regressed on campaign interest, perceived importance (standardized beta =.400 
at .001), political knowledge (standardized beta =.244 at .01), personal efficacy (standardized 
beta =.3 5 8 at .001), political ideology (standardized beta =.190 at .OS), difference in 
discussions (standardized beta = -.225 at .OS), political media use (standardized beta =.164 at 
.01), and lack of free time (standardized beta = -.174 at .05) were all found to be significant 
predictors. The adjusted R2 equals .617 indicating that these seven variables explain about 
62% of the variance in campaign interest. The positive beta for perceived importance 
indicates .that the more important a respondent believed the election was going to be the more 
interested in the campaign they were. This makes sense because an individual who believes 
the election is important will want to pay attention to the campaign and follow it. This 
finding also fits with the literature showing that the more important an individual believes the 
election will be the more likely they are to participate and be active in politics (Rosenstone 
and Hansen 1993). The positive beta for political knowledge indicates that a respondent who 
knows more about politics will be more interested in the campaign. This also makes sense 
because if an individual knows a lot about politics they will be interested in knowing how the 
election is going and who will win. Personal efficacy has a positive beta as well which 
indicates that a respondent who feels they can make a difference in the political system will 
be interested in the how the campaign is going and what they can do to help their candidate. 
Political ideology is another significant predictor with. a;positive beta which indicates that a 
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respondent who identifies more strongly as a conservative will be more interested in the 
campaign. This could be because an individual who is more in the middle of the political 
spectrum does not care as much who wins because both candidates are close to their 
ideological view point. However, an individual who is more partisan will care deeply 
because they want the candidate who has the same ideological beliefs as them to win. An 
interesting finding is that difference in discussions has a negative beta indicating that a 
respondent who discussed politics more frequently with Republicans than Democrats was 
actually less interested in the campaign. This finding needs further investigation but it could 
be that through talking more often with Republicans an individual believed that the 
Republican candidate was going to win and so they were not interested in the campaign. 
Political media use has a positive beta indicating that the more political media a respondent 
used the more interested in the campaign they were. This makes sense because if an 
individual is reading political magazines or newspaper articles or watching political 
television shows it is a good indication that they are interested in what is going on in politics. 
Lastly, the negative beta for lack of free time indicates that a respondent who has little free 
time was not interested in the campaign. This finding makes sense because an individual 
who is busy with other things like a job or school work will have less time to dedicate to 
following politics and the campaign. 
Overall Discussions 
The last endogenous independent variable is overall discussions. Perceived 
importance and campaign interest were hypothesized to be significant predictors of overall 
discussions. when campaign interest, personal efficacy,. governmental efficacy, when 
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joined, perceived importance, perceived closeness, economic injustice, political system 
injustice, political knowledge, political media use, political ideology, group identification, 
difference in discussions, Republicans known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year 
in school, and sex were regressed on overall discussions, level of campaign interest 
(standardized beta =.455 at .001), economic injustice (standardized beta = -.273 at .Ol ), and 
lack of free time (standardized beta. =.327 at .01) were significant at the .05 level or above. 
The adjusted R2 equals .356 indicating that these three variables explain about 36% of the 
variance in overall discussions. The positive beta for campaign interest indicates that a 
respondent who is interested in the campaign is also more likely to discuss politics with 
individuals. This makes sense because if an individual is interested in something Like politics 
they will be more likely to talk about it with their friends or with anyone who is willing to. 
Economic injustice has a negative beta which indicates that a respondent who feels that the 
political economic system is unjust the less likely they are to discuss politics. This also 
makes sense because if an individual believes the political economic system is unfair they 
will not want to become involved in politics or want to discuss politics. The final significant 
predictor variable is lack of free time which has a positive beta. This indicates that a 
respondent who does not have a lot of free time actually discusses politics more often. At 
first this finding does not seem to make sense but after looking at the items from which the 
lack of free time scale was created such as hours spent on a job, hours spent on other 
activities, it could be the case that individuals who have little free time discuss politics more 
often because they come into contact with more people and therefore have more opportunity 
to discuss politics. 
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Testing the Dependent Variables 
Nuynbe~ of Republican Activities 
According to the literature on political participation and micromobilization the 
following variables were hypothesized to have direct effects on political participation: 
economic injustice, political system injustice, personal efficacy, governmental efficacy, 
Republicans known over Democrats known, overall discussions, difference in discussions, 
group identification, political ideology, perceived closeness, perceived importance, campaign 
interest, and political knowledge. When overall discussions, interest, governmental efficacy, 
personal efficacy, when j oined, perceived importance, perceived closeness, political 
knowledge, political media use, political system injustice, economic injustice, political 
ideology, group identif cation, difference in discussions, Republicans known over Democrats 
known, lack of free time, year in school, and sex were regressed on number of Republican 
activities participated in, campaign interest (standardized beta =.425 at .001 }, overall 
discussions (standardized beta =.232 at .OS}, economic injustice (standardized beta = -.219 at 
.OS), difference in discussions (standardized beta =.261 at .01 }, and sex (standardized beta = - 
.217 at .OS) were- found to be the variables that had direct effects on number of Republican 
activities participated in." As suggested by the standardized beta, campaign interest had the 
largest effect followed by difference in discussions. The adjusted R2 equals .43 8 indicating 
that these five variables explain about 44% of the variance in number of Republican activities 
participated in, The positive beta for campaign interest indicates that a respondent who is 
more interested in the campaign participated in more Republican activities. This makes 
sense and fits with the political participation literature (Milbrath and Goel 1977, and verba, 
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Schlozman, and Brady 1995). Overall discussions has a positive beta as well which indicates 
that a respondent who discussed politics more often. was more likely to participate in more 
Republican activities. This also makes sense because if an individual discusses politics more 
often they are more likely to be involved and interested in politics. Economic injustice has a 
negative beta indicating that a respondent who believes the political economic system is 
unjust does not participate in politics. This makes sense because if an individual believes the 
political economic system is not fair they will be more likely to believe that politics is not 
worth participating in since it only caters to the wealthy. Difference in discussions has a 
positive beta indicating that a respondent who discusses politics more frequently with 
Republicans than Democrats will be more likely to participate in more Republican activities. 
This fits with the social movement literature and supports the claim that in the 
micromobilization context social networks provide the established structures of solidarity 
incentives (McAdam 1988, McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 1988) as well as the reasons for 
participating and reinforcing the idea that such behavior is desirable among ones peers 
(McClurg 2003). The last significant predictor is sex which has a negative beta. Since 
females were coded 0 and males coded as 1, this negative beta indicates that females actually 
participated. in more Republican activities than males. This is contrary to most findings 
between sex and political participation which show that males participate more than females 
(Milbrath and Goel 1977, Rosenstone and Hansen 1993). 
Spent Tune on Republican Activities 
This dependent variable is dichotomous with 0 indicating the respondent spent 1-10 
hours on Republican activities and 1 indicating they spent 11 or more hours on Republican 
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activities. Since this is a dichotomous variable, logistic regression is the appropriate method 
for model building. The analysis was conducted using the Backward Stepwise Likelihood 
Ratio method of logistic regression. This method is similar to the Backward linear regression 
used for all the previous analyses in that SP S S enters all independent variables in the 
regression equation and then removes the non-significant ones one at a time until only those 
variables that. have significant direct effects are left. Regressing overall discussions, interest, 
gover~unental efficacy, personal efficacy, when j oined, perceived importance, perceived 
closeness, political.. knowledge, political media use, political system injustice, economic 
injustice, political ideology, group identification, difference in discussions, Republicans 
known over Democrats known, lack of free time, year in school, and. sex on spent time, 
difference in discussions (beta =.589 at .01), campaign interest (beta =1.556 at .01), and 
overall discussions (beta =.558 at .Ol) were found to be significant predictors of having spent 
time on Republican activities. The Cox &Snell R2 equals .3 80. 
Help D~ganize any Republican Activities 
The third and final dependent variable is help organize any Republican activities. 
Just like spent time on activities, help organize is a dichotomous variable with 0 indicating a 
respondent did NOT organize any activities and 1 indicating they did. Because it is a 
dichotomous variable, logistic regression is the appropriate method to use. Once overall 
discussions, interest, gover~unental efficacy, personal efficacy, when joined, perceived 
importance, perceived closeness, political knowledge, political media use, political system 
injustice, economic injustice, political ideology, group identification, difference in 
discussions, Republicans known. _over Democrats .known, lack of free. time, year in school, 
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and sex were regressed on help organize, sex (beta =4.598 at .001), group identification (beta 
=2.851 at .OS), governmental efficacy (beta =1.769 at .OS), and campaign interest (beta 
=2.721 at .OS) were found to be significant predictors of help organize. 
Multicollinearity
A few of the variables had relatively high correlations such as between group 
identification and political ideology (.629) and Republicans known over Democrats known 
and difference in discussions (.445). However, the tolerance statistic and the variance 
inflation factor were calculated for every regression. The tolerance statistic is used to 
determine how much the other independent variables are linearly related to each other. It is 
the proportion of a variable's variance not accounted for by the other independent variables 
in the regression equation. Low tolerance, below .2, means that variable does not contribute 
much to the model. The variance inflation factor (VIF) is the reciprocal of the tolerance. As 
the VIF increases, so does the variance of the regression coefficient, making it an unstable 
estimate. Large VIF values are an indication of multicollinearity. The variables with the 
lowest tolerances were group identification (.351) and campaign interest (.282). 
Conclusion
In conclusion, this chapter has presented the results from testing a model of political 
participation and identifying variables that have an important, direct impact on political 
participation among college students and specifically College Republicans. The variables 
that are significant for at least two of the three dependent measures of political participation 
are sex, difference in discussions, campaign interest, and overall discussions. The. next 
chapter will fully discuss all of the implications of the findings from this chapter. 
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CHAPTER 5. DISCUSSION 
This analysis has attempted to combine two separate bodies of literature surrounding 
political participation; social movements focusing on McAdam's political process model 
(1982) with a specific emphasis on the micromobilization context (McAdam 1988) and the 
political sociology literature. So far in the literature on political participation these two 
bodies of knowledge have been separated but it is the intention of this research to see if they 
can be combined in such a way as to better predict college .students' political participation. 
The variables from McAdam's (1982) political process model with a specific emphasis on 
his (1988) micromobilization context are: social ties (measured by Republicans known over 
Democrats known, difference in discussions, and overall discussions), perceptions of 
injustice (measured by political system injustice and economic injustice), and efficacy 
(measured by internal or personal efficacy and external or governmental system efficacy). 
Another concept included in the social movement literature but not specifically addressed by 
McAdam's micromobilization context is group identification (Bernd, Loewy, Sturmer, 
Weber, Freytag, Habig, Kampmeier, and Spahlinger 1998, Brewer and Silver 2000, 
Friedman and. McAdam 1992, Klandermans 2002, Klandermans and de Weerd 2000, and 
Polletta and Jasper 2001). Because it has received considerable attention in the literature, it 
is included in the analysis and can be easily inserted into the micromobilization context 
model. 
This analysis also used variables. taken from the political participation literature 
(Rosenstone and Hansen 1993, Milbrath and Goel 1977). These variables are political media 
use, political knowledge, perceived closeness of election,. perceived importance of election, 
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political ideology, and campaign interest. while these variables have been shown in past 
analysers to be significant predictors of political participation, their relationship to the 
micromobilization context variables has not been examined in the literature and one of the 
goals of this research is to start to understand these relationships. 
One other variable that is included in the analysis but is not part of either the standard 
political participation variables or included in the micromobilization context variables is a 
lack of free time. This variable is taken from Verba, Scholzman, and Brady's (1995) 
Resource theory. According to the theory, in order for an individual to participate they must 
have some level of resources and skills. One of these resources is, of course, free time. For 
someone to participate in activities and events they must have the time to do so, therefore 
someone with a lack of free time will be less likely to participate in politics than someone 
who has more free time. Using these variables along with two control variables-year in 
school and sex-the analysis was run with the results described in the previous section. In this 
section I will discuss these results and relate them back to the literature beginning with year 
in school. 
Micromobilization Context Variables 
Yeas in school 
Year in school is one of the _control variables in this analysis and.is an exogenous 
variable (see Appendix C). Because it is an exogenous variable, nothing predicts it but it 
significantly predicts lack of free time (.311), political knowledge (.327), when joined (.371), 
s See Milbrath and Goel 1977 for a more complete discussion of these variables. 
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and personal efficacy (-.234)6. All- of these findings make sense with the possible exception 
of the negative beta for personal efficacy which indicates that as students move up in grade 
level their belief that they can personally impact politics goes down. This could be due to a 
variety of factors but one possible explanation is that as students become older and more 
knowledgeable about politics they start to believe that it is hard to change the political system 
and therefore their personal efficacy declines. 
Sex 
Sex is also a control variable and is exogenous in this analysis. Previous studies have 
shown sex to be a significant predictor of political participation (Milbrath and Goe1 1977, 
Rosenstone and Hansen 1993) with males being more likely to become involved in politics 
than females. In this analysis sex was a significant predictor of political participation but was 
in the opposite direction from what previous studies have found, meaning that in this analysis 
females actually were more likely to participate in Republican activities than males. This 
finding could be due to the low sample size and therefore not an accurate depiction of what is 
actually happening. Sex was also a significant predictor of helping to organize activities. 
The logistic coefficient for sex in this analysis was positive however indicating that males 
had higher log odds of organizing a Republican activity than females. Given this and the 
previous finding for sex, it seems that, in this analysis at least, females are more likely to 
participate in activities but males are more Likely to organize these activities. Males maybe 
assuming, the more "dominant" role of being a leader and organizing while females maybe 
assuming the "subordinate" role and simply participating in the activities organized by males. 
~ Numbers in parenthesis are the standardized betas. See Table 4.2 and 4.3. 
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These findings should be further studied .in conjunction with gender role ideology to 
determine if this is what is happening or it is due to the small sample size in this analysis. 
Lack of Free Time 
Recall from the previous chapter that year in school was hypothesized to be a 
significant predictor of lack of free time and in fact it was. The sign of the beta is in the 
hypothesized direction-positive-indicating that as someone progresses through college they 
become more involved with organizations, clubs, jobs, and course work. Lack of free time is 
a significant predictor of perceived closeness of election (-.268), campaign interest (-.174), 
and overall discussions (.327). The negative betas for perceived closeness of election and 
campaign interest could be because someone who is relatively busy will not be able to keep 
up with what is going on in politics therefore they will not be interested in politics and will 
also not realize how close the election is really going to be. Since the 2004 election was a 
very close election, this finding supports Verba, Scholzman, and Brady's (1995) hypothesis 
that an individual needs free time in order to correctly understand what is going on in 
politics. 
Social Ties 
There are three variables measuring social ties: Republicans known over Democrats 
known, difference in discussions, and overall discussions. Republicans known over 
Democrats known and difference in discussions are both significantly correlated with each 
other while overall discussions is not significantly correlated with either of them. Overall 
discussions is significantly correlated with political media use, political knowledge, 
perceived closeness of election, and campaign interest which both Republicans known over 
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Democrats known and difference in discussions are not. Therefore, Republicans known over 
Democrats known and difference in discussions appear early in the model while overall 
discussions appears at the end. Both of the former variables give an indication of cross 
pressures while the latter variable is more of the traditional social tie discussion measure 
indicating how much someone discusses politics disregarding with whom they discuss it. 
It was hypothesized that political ideology and lack of free time would be significant 
predictors of Republicans known over Democrats known; however, only political ideology 
was significant. The positive beta of political ideology is in the hypothesized direction 
indicating that the stronger an individual identifies as a conservative, the more Republicans 
they will associate with and know over Democrats. One possible explanation of this could be 
that as one becomes more extreme in their views they will only associate with other like 
minded individuals and reject any individual with an opposing view. Republicans known 
over Democrats known is a significant predictor of difference in discussions (.429), political 
media use (.386), and economic injustice (.522). It was also a significant predictor of help 
organize (2.076). The betas for difference in discussions and political media use indicate that 
an individual who knows more Republicans than Democrats will discuss politics more 
frequently with Republicans than Democrats and will use more political media. These 
findings seem to fit together because if an individual is discussing politics with other 
Republicans, they will want to keep up on political media so they know what is going on. 
The positive beta for economic injustice indicates that respondents who knew more 
Republicans than Democrats believed the political economic system is unjust. This fording 
supports the cognitive liberation and micromobilization literature which states that it is 
within the micromobilization context and through the social interactions that take place that a 
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group comes to identify certain aspects of their social situation as unjust (McAdam 1982). 
The finding that Republicans known over Democrats known is a significant predictor of help 
organize supports the micromobilization context literature which states that social ties to 
members of an organization play a large role in recruiting new members (Fernandez and 
McA~dam1988, Klandermans and Oegema 1987, McAdam 1986, McAdam and Paulsen 1993, 
Melucci 1988, and Snow, Zurcher, and Ekland-Olson 1980) as well as providing solidarity 
incentives to participate in the organization (McAdam 198 8, McAdam, .McCarthy, and Zald 
1988). 
Similar to Republicans known over Democrats known, difference in discussions 
measures the amount of discussion with Republicans minus the amount of discussion with 
Democrats producing a cross pressure discussion measure. This variable is conceptually 
different from the previous variable because Reps known over Dems is simply a measure of 
people known whereas difference in discussions is a measure of actual behavior. In order to 
discuss politics with. others, one must first know others to discuss with. Therefore, it was 
hypothesized that Reps over Dems would be a significant predictor of difference in 
discussions and indeed it was. The positive beta indicates that someone who knows more 
Republicans than Democrats will also discuss politics more frequently with Republicans than 
Democrats. This finding could be a product of the research because the analysis was only 
done with College Republicans. An individual who knows more Republicans than 
Democrats might. feel more comfortable talking to other fellow Republicans about politics 
than talking to Democrats. This finding should be investigated further with College 
Democrats to see if individuals who know more Democrats _than Republicans discuss politics 
more frequently with other Democrats than with Republicans. Difference in discussions was 
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a significant predictor of group identification (.312), perceived importance of election (.362), 
governmental efficacy (-.297), campaign interest (-.225), and number of Republican 
activities (.261). It was also a significant predictor of spent time on Republican activities 
(.600). The finding that difference in discussions is a significant predictor of group 
identification supports the micromobilization context model because it shows that by 
discussing politics more often with Republicans than Democrats, an individual has a stronger 
group identification, or identifies more strongly with Republicans which is what the 
micromobilization context model predicts and previous studies have shown (Friedman and 
McAdam 1992, Klandermans 2002, and Stryker 2000). Difference in discussions also 
predicts perceived importance of election. This finding is interesting because it shows a 
relationship between a standard political sociology variable and a social movement variable. 
The positive beta indicates that by discussing politics more frequently with Republicans than 
Democrats an individual believes that the election will be more important. It makes sense 
because it is through discussions with others where individuals learn why they should 
participate in politics and what is at stake in the election. Governmental efficacy was also 
predicted by difference in discussions. The negative beta means that by discussing politics 
more frequently with Republicans than Democrats an individual believes that government is 
difficult to change by other means than voting. This finding needs further investigation to 
understand the relationship between difference in discussion and governmental efficacy. 
Interestingly though, difference in discussions was the only variable to be a significant 
predictor of governmental efficacy. A finding that does not seem to fit with the others is the 
negative beta for campaign interest. Interest has a positive correlation with both group 
identification and perceived importance which would lead,one to believe that since. these two 
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variables both had positive betas so would interest. This finding also needs to be further 
investigated to find out why there is a negative beta for interest. A finding that does fit with 
the others is the positive beta for number of Republican activities an individual. participated 
in. This supports the micromobilization context model because it shows that social ties play 
a role in motivating individuals to participate in politics. Individuals who discussed politics 
more frequently with Republicans than Democrats participated in more Republican activities. 
Difference in discussions also significantly predicted whether or not an individual spent any 
time on Republican activities. This finding fits with the previous one because if an 
individual is participating in more Republican activities they are at the same time spending 
time on Republican activities. 
The third variable used to measure social ties was overall discussions. As mentioned 
above, overall discussions appears later in the model due to its hypothesized relationship and 
its- correlations with other variables included in the model. Perceived importance, perceived 
closeness, and campaign interest were all predicted to be significant variables explaining 
overall discussions; however, it was campaign interest, economic injustice, and lack of free 
time that were signif cant. There was a positive relationship between lack of free time and 
overall discussions which at first seems to be in the opposite direction of what one would 
hypothesize. However, an examination of the lack of free time measure may clarify this. 
The questions used for the measure ask about time spent on other clubs and organizations as 
well as on a j ob so it could be inferred that someone who spends more time on these other 
activities would come into contact with a more diverse population with regards to political 
opinion than someone who only participates in College Republican activities or is not as 
active in other organizations or has a j ob. By coming into contact with such diversity, these 
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individuals will be more likely to discuss politics with both Republicans and Democrats 
thereby increasing their overall discussions. 
The slope for economic injustice is negative which is in accord with its hypothesized 
direction. This indicates that the more someone believes the political economic system is 
unjust, the less they discuss politics altogether. This could be an apathy issue where those 
who believe the political system serves the wealthy also believe that they can't change the 
political system, therefore becoming turned off by the political process. Possibly the most 
obvious of the findings for overall discussions is the more interest someone had in the 
campaign, the more they discussed politics. This finding is fairly self-evident as someone 
becomes more interested in a subj ect, the more they will engage in it and discuss it with other 
people. (Jverall discussions is also a significant predictor of both number of Republican 
activities (.232) and spent time on Republican activities (.445). These findings go hand in 
hand because if an individual is participating in more Republican activities they are at the 
same time spending time on Republican activities. These findings support the 
micromobilization context model because they show that social ties are important for 
understanding why college students participate in politics. These findings are all consistent 
with their hypotheses and shed light on why individuals have the social ties they do. 
Group Identi ication 
The variables hypothesized to have direct effects on group identification were 
political ideology, Republicans known over Democrats known, and difference in discussions. 
Political ideology and difference in ;discussions did but Republicans known over Democrats 
known only had indirect effects through difference in discussions. The beta for political 
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ideology was positive indicating that as an individual identif es more strongly as a 
conservative, the more they also identify as a Republican. These variables are represented as 
distinct variables in the literature. In their review of collective identity Polletta and Jasper 
(2001) make the point that unlike ideology, collective identity, of which group .identification 
is a part, brings with it positive feelings for other members in the group and is not the same 
as ideological commitment. UVhile these variables are distinct conceptually, ideological 
commitment does play a rather large role, according to its standardized beta of .527, in 
predicting group identification .such that the stronger someone identifies with the underlying 
ideology of the group, the stronger they will identify as a member of that group. 
Along with political ideology, difference in discussions_ was also found to be a 
significant predictor of group identification. It also had a positive beta indicating that the 
more an individual talks to Republicans than Democrats, the stronger they identify as a 
Republican. This finding implies the more someone surrounds themselves with and talks to 
like-minded individuals versus individuals with different opinions and beliefs, the more they 
identify as a member of that group. While knowing more Republicans than Democrats did 
not have a direct effect on group identification, it did have an indirect effect through its effect 
on difference in discussions. These findings imply that for identifying as a member of a 
group, it is not simply knowing members of the ,group that strengthens an individual's 
identification with that group but rather it is actively engaging with those individuals that is 
the crucial aspect of social .ties. This finding addresses the question that while social ties 
have been found to play a critical role in motivating an individual to participate 
(Klandermans and ~egema 1987, McAdam 1986, and Snow, Zurcher, Ekland-alson 1980), 
what is it, exactly, about social ties that help to motivate individuals to participate? From this 
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finding we can make the assertion it is the social interaction that occurs in these social 
networks that is the crucial component. 
Group identification is a significant predictor of political economic injustice (-.637). 
This finding is interesting because it indicates that the stronger an individual identifies with 
Republicans, the less they believe the political economic system is unjust. This finding does 
make sense from a Republican view point because the political economic system benefits 
rich, white men which is who the majority of Republicans are so they are less likely to 
believe that the system is unfair or unjust. 
Political System Injustice 
It was hypothesized that Republicans known over Democrats known and political 
ideology would be significant predictors of political system injustice. However, it was only 
political ideology that actually was. The beta for political ideology was negative indicating 
that the stronger an individual identifies as a conservative, the less they perceive the political 
system as unjust. One explanation far this finding is that since Republicans are in control of 
both houses of Congress as well as the presidency, someone who identifies as a conservative 
is more. likely to feel that politicians care what they have to say as well as act in voters' 
interest rather than the politicians' interest. Political system injustice was a significant 
predictor of perceived importance of election (-.281), personal efficacy (-.53 8), and help 
organize activities (-3.094). It is interesting to note that all three of these are negative and 
they all seem to _fit together. The negative beta for perceived importance indicates that 
individuals who believe the political system is unjust are more likely to believe that the 
election is not important. Individuals who believe the political system is unjust, that 
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politicians do not care about students or do not act in voters' interests, may become turned 
off by politics and therefore do not perceive any election as being important. This hypothesis 
gains some support from the significant negative beta for personal efficacy which indicates 
that the more an individual believes the political system is unjust the less personal efficacy 
they feel. Therefore, combining these two findings, individuals who believe the political 
system is unjust are more likely to believe that they can not change it and thus believe that 
the election is not important. Coinciding with these findings is the negative logistic 
coefficient for help organize activities. This indicates that individuals who believe the 
political system is unjust have lower log odds of helping to organize Republican activities. 
An individual who believes the political system is unjust, who does not believe they can 
personally make a difference, and does not believe the election is important to begin with is 
not going to organize activities because of their belief that it will do no good. 
Economic Injustice 
The findings from the regression of economic injustice are a little more difficult. to 
interpret. Republicans known over Democrats known and group identification were 
hypothesized to be significant predictors and they were along with political media use and 
political knowledge. The beta for Republicans known over Democrats known was positive 
while the beta. for group identification was negative. These two findings seem to be 
contradictory. They were both hypothesized to have negative relationships with economic 
injustice due to the fact that Republicans are in control of Congress and the presidency, but 
only group identification did. If an individual identifies as a Republican, the less they 
perceive the political economic system. being unjust. Once again this might be due to who 
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controls Congress right now but might also be due to Republicans not acknowledging or 
believing that the wealthy are disproportionately served by the political system. In essence, 
their Republicanism clouds their perception of reality. However, the positive beta for 
Republicans known over Democrats known indicates that the more Republicans an 
individual knows over Democrats, the more they believe the. political system serves the 
wealthy. This. finding seems to contradict the previous finding and needs further 
investigation to gain a better understanding of why that might be the case. 
Political media use was also found to be a significant predictor of perceptions of 
economic injustice. There was a negative relationship between it and economic injustice as 
indicated by its negative beta. Therefore, the more media an individual paid attention to, the 
less they perceived the political system serving the wealthy. As a follow up to this finding,' it 
would be interesting to investigate exactly what television shows, magazines, and 
newspapers these individuals were watching and reading to see if that makes a difference in 
this perception. One possible hypothesis would be the more conservative media an 
individual pays attention. too, the less they perceive the economic system serving the wealthy. 
The fourth and final variable that was found to have direct effects on perceptions of 
economic injustice was political knowledge. Its beta was positive indicating the more 
political knowledge an individual has, the more they perceive the political system serving the 
wealthy. This is consistent with the hypothesized direction such that as someone gains more 
knowledge about the political economic system and how it works, the more they come to 
realize it serves the .interests of the wealthy. This relationship should be included in a follow 
up study since there exists evidence in the literature that indicates a positive relationship 
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between political media use and political knowledge (Garramone and Atkin 1986) even 
though one was not found in this study. 
Political economic injustice was a significant predictor of overall discussions (-.273) 
and number of Republican activities (-.219). The negative beta for overall discussions 
indicates that individuals who believe the political economic system is unjust are less likely 
to discuss politics at all. This finding could also be interpreted as college students who 
believe the political economic system as being unjust or unfair become turned off or 
alienated from politics and therefore do not want to have anything to do with it or discuss it. 
Another finding that supports this alienation hypothesis is that individuals who believe the 
political economic system is unjust are less likely to participate in Republican activities as 
represented by the negative beta for Republican activities. Once again, individuals who 
believe the political economic system is unjust become turned off and alienated from politics 
and do not participate. 
Personal Efficacy 
It was hypothesized that both social ties and group identification would have positive 
relationships with personal efficacy. However, it was political ideology that actually did, 
even though it was in the opposite direction (negative) of what was hypothesized. This is 
another finding that needs further investigation because it indicates that the more 
conservative an ,individual identifies as, the less personal efficacy they have. The literature 
suggests this relationship should be positive because through the process of group 
identification an individual gains a positive assessment of the motives and interests of the 
other members of their in group (Brewer and Silver 2000) which in turn, increases the 
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individual's personal evaluation of the effectiveness of their own as well as their group's 
political activity (Koch 1993, Hirsch 1990, and Klandermans 1984). 
Year in school, political system injustice, and political knowledge were also found to 
be significant predictors of personal efficacy. Both year and political system injustice had 
negative betas while political knowledge had a positive one. The negative beta for political 
system injustice indicates that the stronger one perceives the political system as unjust, the 
less personal_ efficacy they feel. If an individual believes that politicians don't care what they 
have to say then they will be less inclined to feel they can make a difference in politics. The 
positive beta for political knowledge indicates that as one gains more political knowledge, 
they also gain a sense that they can be effective in the political process. This is most likely 
due to the fact that as an individual gains political knowledge they are gaining a better 
understanding of the political process and become more confident that they can make 
competent political decisions. 
While the previous two findings seem logical, the negative beta of year in school does 
not, especially when there is a positive relationship between year in school and political 
knowledge. Once again this finding would need further investigation with a more 
representative sample. It could be the case that younger students have more personal 
efficacy because they have not been involved in politics for very long and therefore are 
somewhat naive about the political process and system whereas older students know more 
about politics and therefore understand that it takes a lot of work and effort to change the 
political system. This hypothesis would need to be further investigated in future research. 
Personal efficacy was a significant predictor of campaign interest (.358). This finding 
indicates that the more an individual believes they can personally make a difference in 
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politics the more interested in the campaign they are. This finding makes sense because if an 
individual believes they can make a difference in politics they will want to follow politics. 
This finding is supported by the significant positive correlation between personal efficacy 
and political knowledge indicating that the more an individual believes. they can personally 
make a difference the more knowledgeable they are about politics. 
Gove~n~nental Efficacy 
The same variables, social ties and group identification, which were hypothesized to 
have positive effects on personal efficacy, were also hypothesized to have positive effects on 
governmental efficacy for the same reasons. It was difference in discussions that had a 
significant effect on gover~unental efficacy however it was a negative effect. This indicates 
that an individual who talks more frequently to Republicans than Democrats is more likely to 
believe that the only way for students to impact government is through voting. This finding 
would also require. further investigation perhaps into the content of the Republican message 
to see if in fact that was their message to students. It could be that the College Republicans 
were really stressing the idea that student voting can make a difference and in fact is the only 
way to make a difference. The hypotheses for governmental efficacy the more social ties, 
the higher perception of efficacy .and the stronger an individual's identification, the higher 
their perception of .efficacy were not supported in the data. Group identification was found 
to have no impact on governmental efficacy and even though difference in discussions .was 
found to be a significant predictor, it was in the opposite direction from what was 
hypothesized. 
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Governmental efficacy was a significant predictor of help organize (2.774). This 
logistic coefficient indicates that the more an individual believes government can be changed 
the higher their log odds are of helping to organize Republican activities. This finding fits 
with the social movement literature that higher perceptions of efficacy will lead to higher 
rates of political participation (Hirsch 1990, and Klandermans 1984). 
Political Sociolo~v Variables 
These variables were taken from the political sociology literature and have 
consistently been. shown to significantly impact political participation (Milbrath and Goel 
1977, Rosenstone .and Hansen 1993). They are included in this analysis for this reason as 
well as to attempt to blend the social movement literature with the political sociology 
literature and to understand the relationships between these two sets of variables. It is 
important to include these variables in the analysis because to exclude them would be to lose 
the explanatory power that they have been shown to have. By including them in the analysis 
this research is able to compare and contrast these two bodies of literature to determine 
which variables do the best job in predicting political participation among college students. 
Political Ideology 
Political ideology is an exogenous variable in this analysis so therefore has no 
predictor variables. However, it was a significant predictor of several variables: Republicans 
known over Democrats known (.242), group identification (.525), political knowledge (.247), 
political system injustice (-.292), personal efficacy (-.248), and campaign interest (.190). 
The positive beta for Republicans known over Democrats known indicates that individuals 
who identify more strongly as conservatives know more Republicans than Democrats. This 
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finding makes sense because individuals tend to associate with others who are like 
themselves so therefore strong conservatives will associate with other Republicans than with 
individuals with a different ideological point of view. The positive beta for group 
identification indicates that individuals who identify more strongly as conservatives will also 
identify more strongly with Republicans. This finding makes sense because the Republican 
party is the more conservative party in the United States. There is also a fairly high 
correlation between political ideology and group identification (.629). Due to this rather high 
correlation there maybe some concern for including both of these variables in the 
regressions. However, from a theoretical perspective political ideology is more a measure of 
how an individual thinks or sees the world whereas group identification is more of an 
affective measure signaling a deeper connection with a certain organization. It could be the 
case that an individual identifies as strongly conservative but does not care for the 
Republican Party, for instance a Libertarian, in this case their affective attachment to the 
Republican Party would be rather low but they would score rather high on the political 
ideology scale. The positive beta for political knowledge indicates that the stronger an 
individual identifies as a conservative the more they know about politics. 'This finding makes 
sense because individuals who are more partisan know the differences between the political 
parties and know what it is conservatives stand for and against whereas an individual who is 
in the middle does not really know about politics and therefore can not decide whether they 
are conservative or liberal. The negative beta for political system injustice indicates that the 
more conservative an individual is the less they believe that the political system in unjust. 
This could be due to the fact that conservatives have control of all three branches of 
government and to say that the political system is unjust would mean to criticize their fellow 
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conservatives which they do not want to do. The negative beta for personal efficacy 
indicates the stronger an individual identifies as a conservative the less personal efficacy they 
feel. This finding needs further investigation. It could be the case that since conservatives 
have control of government right now individuals who are more conservative do not feel that 
they can impact gover~unent because government is working exactly as they want it to and 
nothing needs to be changed. The final finding is that the stronger an individual identifies as 
a conservative the more interested in the campaign they are. This makes sense because 
individuals who are more partisan will care more about who is going to win the election than 
an individual who is in the middle of the political spectrum and therefore will be more 
interested in what is going on in the election. 
Political Media Use 
Republicans known over Democrats known was found to be a significant predictor of 
political media use, which includes both political television shows as well as political 
magazines or newspaper articles. The positive beta indicates that the more Republicans over 
Democrats an individual knows, the more political media they used. This could be due to 
other Republicans giving or recommending articles to read or television shows to watch. 
Also, if an individual considers him or herself to be a Republican, they might want to keep 
up on what is going on in the news considering Republicans. 
Political media is an important source of information concerning elections and 
candidates. Political media use was a significant predictor of economic injustice (-.264), 
perceived closeness of election (-.392), perceived importance of election (.323), when joined 
the College Republicans (-.249), and campaign interest (.164). The negative betas for 
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economic injustice and perceived closeness of election indicated that individuals who used 
more political media were less likely to believe the political economic system is unjust and to 
perceive the election was not going to be close. In order to understand these findings further 
research is needed to know what media the respondents were using. It maybe the case that 
sense this research focused on Republicans the respondents used mainly conservative media 
sources which may have biased their understanding of the election and the political economic 
system. The positive beta for perceived importance indicates that individuals who used more 
political media were more likely to perceive the election as important. This finding makes 
sense because if an individual is using a lot of media they will be aware of what is at stake in 
an election and what the important issues are in the election. Therefore by knowing what is 
at stake in an election they are more likely to perceive the election as important. The 
negative beta for when joined the College Republicans indicates that individuals who used . 
more political media actually j oined~ the College Republicans Later in the election cycle or 
closer to election day. This finding will need to be investigated.. in future research because it 
seems that .individuals who use a lot of media would j oin earlier and not later in the election 
year. The last variable for which political media use was a significant predictor was 
campaigp interest. Its positive beta indicates that individuals who used more political media 
were more interested in the campaign. This makes sense because if an individual watches a 
lot of political television or reads a lot of political magazines/newspapers it is a good 
indication that they are interested in politics and want to know what is going on in the 
election. 
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Political Knowledge 
Both year in school and political ideology were found to be significant predictors of 
political knowledge and they both had positive betas. For year, the finding indicates that as a 
respondent got older or moved up in class rank, the more knowledge they had about politics. 
This can be easily explained because as an individual gets older they get exposed to more 
political messages and to politics in general and that increased exposure would lead to an 
increase in knowledge over time. Someone who identifies as having a stronger political 
ideology, being more conservative, also has more political knowledge. This finding also 
makes sense because individuals who label themselves as having a strong ideology are also 
more interested in politics and therefore will also want to learn and read about politics. 
Political knowledge was a significant predictor of political economic injustice (.199), 
personal efficacy (.446), and campaign interest (.244). The positive beta for economic 
injustice indicates that the more political knowledge someone. has the more they believe the 
political economic system is unjust which shows that the more knowledge an individual has 
the better they understand the system and know how it functions. In accordance with this 
finding is the positive beta for personal efficacy which indicates that individuals who are 
more knowledgeable about politics believe they can impact it through their own actions. 
This finding also makes sense because the more political knowledge an individual has the 
better they understand the system and know how it works and how to go about influencing it. 
These are important findings because they show the relationship between a political 
sociology variable and social movement variables which in turn help to further explain why 
the,political knowledge is consistently found to be a predictor of political participation. The 
positive beta for campaign interest indicates that the more knowledgeable and individual is 
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about,politics the more interested they are in the campaign. This also makes sense because 
individuals who are. more knowledgeable about a subj ect will seek out information on that 
subject and will want to stay up to date about the subject. 
Perceived Closeness of Election 
Perceived closeness of the election has two predictor variables: lack of free time, and 
political media use. These variables both had negative betas. The negative beta for lack of 
free time indicates that the less free time a respondent had the more they believed the election 
was going to be one sided, that one candidate would easily win. This could be explained by 
individuals who were busy doing other activities didn't pay much attention to the election 
and didn't realize or think the election was going to be as close as it actually was. The 
negative beta for political media use indicates that the more political media a respondent paid 
attention to, the more they believed the election was going to be one sided as well. This 
finding is rather peculiar because it would seem that the more media an individual used, the 
closer they would have perceived the election. Therefore, more research is needed. to see if 
this finding is valid or if it is particular to this project. 
Perceived closeness of election was a significant predictor of when joined the College 
Republicans (-.423). The negative beta indicates that the closer an individual perceived the 
election to be the closer to the election they joined the College Republicans. This is an 
interesting finding because it would seem that if an individual perceived the election was 
going to be close they would join earlier in the election year to help their candidate win. 
However, this finding shows that it is just the opposite that in fact individuals who perceive 
the election as close join Later in the election year. This could be because as the election gets 
96 
closer and it looks like there is no clear leader individuals will then join the organization to 
help their candidate win. 
Perceived Ifnportance of Election 
Difference in discussions, political media use, and political system injustice were all 
found to predict perceived importance. Both difference in discussions and political media 
use had positive betas while political system injustice had a negative beta. The positive beta 
for difference in discussions indicates that the more frequently a respondent talked to 
Republicans than Democrats, the more important they perceived the election. This could be 
caused by Republicans stressing the importance of this election in their discussions with 
other members whereas Democrats did not view this election as important or perhaps did not 
stress the importance of the election in their discussions with others. The positive beta for 
political media use indicates the more media a respondent used; the more important they 
perceived the election. This finding could be explained because most political media stressed 
what was at stake in the election such as Judicial nominations. An analysis of political media 
could shed light on this issue. The negative beta for political system injustice indicates.. that 
the more a respondent thinks the political system is unjust, the less important °they perceived 
the election. Once again this could be an apathy issue because if an individual thinks the 
whole political system is unjust then one election is not going to matter over another and 
therefore the importance of this election is no greater than any other because it is not going to 
change the political system itself. 
Perceived Importance was a significant predictor of when joined (.268) and campaign 
interest (.400). The positive beta for when joined indicates that the more important an 
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individual perceived the election the earlier in the election year they joined the College 
Republicans. This finding fits with what would be expected because if an individual believes 
the election is important they will want to do what they can to ensure their candidate wins. 
The positive beta for campaign interest indicates that the more important an individual 
perceived the election the more interested in the campaign they were. This finding also 
makes sense because if an individual believes the election is important they will want to 
know what is going on in the election and will pay more attention to it. 
Y1~hen Joined the College Republicans 
Four variables were found to be significant predictors of when joined: year in school, 
political media use, closeness of election, importance of election. Year in school and 
importance of election had positive betas while media use and closeness had negative betas. 
Year in school's positive beta indicates that older respondents, upperclassmen, were more 
likely to j Din the College Republicans earlier than underclassmen. This could be due to a 
number_ of reasons but one reason is that older respondents have known about the College 
Republicans longer and therefore are more aware of their existence and therefore could have 
joined earlier. .Another reason for this finding is that since the election was in November, 
incoming freshmen would only have had about two months to join the College Republicans 
before the election. Media use had a negative beta indicating that the more media a 
respondent used; the closer to the election they j Dined. This finding would need more 
investigation since more media is positively associated with importance and importance is 
positively related to joining earlier. The other predictor variable with a negative beta is 
closeness of the election. This beta indicates the closer a respondent perceived the election 
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was going to be; the closer to the election they joined. This could also be an apathy issue 
because if an individual thought the election was going to be easily won by one candidate or 
the other they might not bother j oining since by j oining they would not change the outcome 
of the election. However, if an individual thought the election was going to be close, they 
might believe that by joining the College Republicans they could. help swing the vote in favor 
of their candidate and as the time for the election drew closer more individuals were 
persuaded to join. Finally, perceived importance had a positive beta which indicates the 
more important a respondent perceived the election to be; the earlier they j oined the College 
Republicans. This is easily explained because if an individual believes the election is going 
to be highly important for the nation they will want to do as much as they can to ensure that it 
is their candidate who is in charge and thus will join the College Republicans earlier. 
Campaign Interest 
Campaign interest had seven predictor variables: political ideology, lack of free time, 
difference in discussions, political media use, political knowledge, perceived importance, and 
personal efficacy. Political ideology has a positive beta which indicates the more 
conservative a respondent was, the more interest they had in the election. This is not 
surprising since if an individual highly identifies as a conservative, they are going to be 
interested in following the campaign and to keep up to date on what is happening with their 
candidate. Lack of free time has a negative beta which means that respondents with less free 
time .also have lower interest in the campaign which is also not surprising given that if an 
individual is busy v~ith other activities and commitments, they do not have the available time 
with which to spend paying attention to the campaign and therefore are not interested in it. 
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Difference in discussions also has a negative beta but this finding is a little more surprising. 
The beta indicates that the more a respondent talked to Republicans over Democrats, the 
lower their interest in the campaign. One could argue that someone who only talked with 
Republicans or mostly talked to Republicans might believe that Republicans were going to 
win the election and therefore did not pay attention or become interested in the election. 
Obviously further analysis would be needed to test if this were in fact the case. Another 
variable that was a predictor of campaign interest was political media use. It had a positive 
beta which indicates the more political media someone pays attention to, the more interested 
they are in the campaign. Once again a finding that is not surprising because by reading and 
watching a lot of political media, an individual will become more interested in politics and as 
a result will want to read/watch more political media. Along. with political media use, 
political knowledge was also a predictor of campaign interest. having a positive beta. If an 
individual is more knowledgeable about politics, they will feel that they can understand 
politics and therefore will be more interested in politics in general. Perceived importance 
was found to be a significant predictor as well. As with political knowledge and media use, 
perceived importance of election has a positive beta and in fact had the biggest impact on 
campaign interest according to its standardized beta. Its beta indicates the more important 
the election was perceived to be, the more interest the respondent had in it. Clearly this 
makes sense because things that are important tend to attract attention and interest. 
Therefore the greater someone perceives the election to be, the more they will want to follow 
its developments and know how it turns out. The final variable that was found to be a 
significant predictor of campaign interest is personal efficacy, the belief that an individual 
can make a difference in politics. From this it becomes easy to see that if an individual 
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believes they can make a change in the political system they will be more interested in 
politics than someone who thinks that the political system can not be changed. 
Campaign interest was a significant predictor of overall discussions (.455), number of 
Republican activities (.425), help organize activities (3.862), and spent time on Republican 
activities (1.727). The positive beta for overall discussions indicates that individuals who 
were more interested in the campaign also discussed politics more frequently. This makes 
sense because if an individual is more interested in a subject they will want to discuss that 
subject with others. The positive beta for number of Republican activities and the positive 
logistic coefficient for spent time on Republican activities indicate that the more interested an 
individual was in the campaign the. more Republican activities they participated in. This 
finding makes sense and supports all the other political sociology literature that has shown a 
link between interest and political participation (Milbrath and Goel 1977, Rosenstone and 
Hansen 1993). Not only does being interested impact whether or not an individual 
participates but it also impacts their level of participation as indicated by the positive logistic 
coefficient of help organize. Individuals who are more interested in the campaign have 
higher log odds of helping to organize Republican activities. Campaign interest is a 
significant predictor of all three dependent variables which shows that it is an important 
variable to include in any analysis of political participation. 
Dependent Variables 
The primary dependent variable is number of Republican Activities a respondent 
participated in. Two secondary or supporting dependent variables are help organize any of 
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these Republican activities and .the amount of time spent on Republican activities in a typical 
week. 
1Vumbe~ of Republican Activities 
There were five significant predictors of the number of Republican activities: sex, 
difference in discussions, economic injustice, campaign interest, and overall discussions. 
This was the only variable for which sex was a significant predictor and from the way sex 
was coded, it indicates, at least for this analysis, that females participated in more activities 
than males. This finding is curious because most political participation literature shows that 
males participate more than females (Milbrath and Goel 1977). More analysis would need to 
be done to evaluate whether or not this Ending is particular to the College Republicans or if it 
holds more generally. Another variable to be significant was difference in discussions and its 
positive beta indicates the more a respondent talked to Republicans than Democrats; the 
more Republican activities they participated in. This could be caused by a number of factors 
one of which could be that by talking to other Republicans the respondent could feel 
obligated or even pressured into participating in activities they normally would not without 
those interactions. Economic injustice was also found to be a significant predictor. It 
however has a negative beta indicating that the more a respondent believes the political 
system serves the wealthy; the fewer activities the individual participates in. More likely 
than not this is a case where the individual feels that they can not make a difference in 
changing the _political system and therefore why should they bother with participating in 
activities if it will not make a difference anyway. The strongest predictor of the number of 
Republican activities is campaign interest and its positive beta indicates the more a 
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respondent is interested in the campaign; the more activities they participate in. Another 
finding that is not surprising since behaviors follow attitudes and if someone was highly 
interested, .one would expect they would also be highly active. The final variable found to be 
a significant predictor was overall discussions, the total amount of discussions a respondent 
had with both Republicans and Democrats. The positive beta for overall discussions 
indicates the more a respondent discussed politics overall; the more activities they participate 
in. This finding is consistent with the previous one since interest was a positive predictor of 
overall discussions and of the number of activities. Therefore, it makes sense that the more 
interest a respondent. has, the more they discuss politics and the more they discuss politics, 
the more they participate in political activities. These findings point to both interest and 
discussions as being. critical variables in the analysis of political participation. 
Help Organize any activities 
This dependent variable was dichotomous and was analyzed using logistic regression. 
More .specifically, the Backward Stepwise Wald method was used in SPSS. From this 
regression five independent variables turned out to be significant. The first variable is 
Republicans known over Democrats known. The more Republicans a respondent knew 
versus Democrats; the higher their log odds are for helping to organize Republican activities. 
This could be due because the respondent knows more people associated with the College 
Republicans. and so therefore is better capable of coordinating the activity _and making sure 
everything gets done. Another possible reason could be that if an individual knows more 
Republicans than Democrats they are more deeply associated with the Republicans and 
therefore will feel pressure to help organize activities.. The next significant variable is 
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political system injustice. Unlike the previous variable, political system injustice had a 
negative beta indicating that the more a respondent believes the political system in unjust, the 
lower their log odds are of helping organize a Republican activity. This is most likely 
because if a respondent believes the political system is unjust then they will not want to 
participate in the political system or at least not to a great extent and therefore will not help to 
organize any activities. The third variable is government efficacy. It had a positive beta 
indicating that the more a respondent believes goverrunent can be impacted through other 
means than just voting; the higher their log odds are of helping to organize. This finding 
obviously makes sense because if an individual believes they can have an impact on 
government besides just voting or only through voting; they will be more motivated to help 
organize activities that can have such an impact. Campaign interest is the next variable and it 
also has a positive beta. This means that the more a respondent is interested in the campaign; 
the higher their log odds are of helping to organize Republican activities. If a respondent is 
more interested in the campaign they will also be interested in who the winner will be. 
Because of this they will do what they can to help ensure their candidate will be the winner 
and therefore will be .more likely to help organize Republican activities. The final significant 
variable is sex. Since it was coded 0 for females and 1 for males, the positive beta for sex 
indicates that.. males have higher log odds of helping to organize Republican activities than 
females. This finding should be further investigated to determine if it is valid or simply a 
product of this data set and if it is discovered to be valid why would it be that males help 
organize more than females? It could be that males assume the more "dominant" roles of 
organizing while women are the "workers" and "just" participate in the activities. 
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Spent TinZe on Republican 1ctvvities 
The third dependent variable is spent time on Republican activities. This variable 
was recoded into a dichotomous variable since there were not enough observations in each 
category of the original variable. The variable was recoded with 0 indicating the respondent 
spent no time on Republican Activities in a typical week and 1 indicating they spent at least 1 
hour in a typical week. Like the previous dependent variable, spent time was analyzed using 
the Backward Stepwise Wald method in SPSS. From this logistic regression three 
independent variables were found to be significant. The first significant variable is 
difference in discussions. The positive beta for difference in discussions indicates that the 
more a respondent talked to Republicans than Democrats; the higher their log odds are of 
spending time on Republican activities in a typical week. By talking to more Republicans, a 
respondent might be more aware of Republican activities happening in a given week and so 
will spend more time on Republican activities. Also, through these discussions a respondent 
might feel pressure to participate in Republican activities and thus wi11 also spend more time 
on Republican.. activities. The second significant variable is campaign interest with a positive 
beta. Respondents who are more interested in the campaign have higher log odds of 
spending time on Republican .activities during a typical week. Once again, if a respondent is 
more interested in the campaign they will be more motivated to take part in Republican 
activities to stay abreast of what is happening with their party and what they are doing to help 
ensure a Republican victory in the election. The third and final significant variable for spent 
time on Republican activities in a typical week is overall discussions. As with the previous 
significant variables, overall discussions has a positive beta indicating that the more a 
respondent discussed, politics overall, with both Republicans and Democrats, the higher their 
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log odds are of spending time on Republican activities in a typical week. This finding is in 
accord with the previous finding since those who are more interested are also more likely to 
discuss politics overall. Those who discuss politics with both Republicans and Democrats 
might have a better idea of what the Democrats are doing to help their candidate and so will 
be more motivated to spend time on Republican activities to counteract or overcome these 
Democratic activities. 
Summary
Comparing the findings from the regressions of the three dependent variables a few 
variables stand out above the rest as the more important of the independent variables. 
Probably the most important of these variables is campaign interest; it was significant in each 
regression of the dependent variables. Political interest has long been found to be a 
significant predictor of political participation (Milbrath and Goel 1977, Rosenstone and 
Hansen 1993). While campaign interest is more specific than general political interest, it can 
be viewed as a form of political interest which explains why it is strongly significant. 
Another reason why campaign interest is quite powerful as a predictor variable for political 
participation is that it mediates the effects of six out of seven of its predictor variables. 
Personal efficacy, political knowledge, perceived importance, political media. use, political 
ideology, and lack of free time all indirectly impact political participation through campaign 
interest. Only difference in discussions has independent direct effects on two of the three 
dependent variables: number of Republican activities and spent time on Republican 
activities. 
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As just indicated, difference in discussions is also an important predictor variable for 
explaining political participation. McClurg (2003) has shown that social network ties are 
crucial for the explanation of political participation by lowering the costs and barriers to 
participation as well as teaching the respondent why they should participate and reinforcing 
the idea that such behavior is expected among one's peers (pg. 450). Difference. in 
discussions adds another dimension to this since it is a measure of the frequency of 
discussions an individual has between opposing groups. Therefore, this finding indicates that 
not only is it the act of discussing politics with one's peers that stimulates and motivates an 
individual to participate but it is also with whom the individual is talking to that counts. 
Along with difference in discussions, overall discussions is an important variable. 
This variable is more in line with McClurg's discussion variable (2003) since it is through 
discussions with members of one's social network where an individual learns why they 
should participate in politics as well as gaining information which lowers the costs and 
barriers of participation. Thus, the more an individual discusses politics with both 
Republicans and Democrats, the more knowledge they gain about the political process and 
the lower those barriers become. This is further supported by the significant positive 
correlation between overall discussions and political knowledge. Both difference in 
discussions and overall discussions are significant for the number of Republican activities 
and spent time on Republican activities but not for helping to organize these activities. This 
is interesting finding because it shows that even though social ties are highly important for 
persuading individuals to participate, they don't necessarily have an impact. on how involved 
an individual will be once they commit to participate. 
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Another variable that is important is the sex of the respondent although its specific 
impact depends on which dependent variable is being analyzed. For the number of 
Republican activities, it was found that females participate in more activities than males. 
Conversely, males were actually more likely to help organize these activities than females. 
These findings should be further investigated to see if they are in fact valid or particular to 
this data since they seem to contradict earlier findings that males participate more than 
females (Milbrath and Goel 1977). 
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CHAPTER 6. CONCLUSION 
In this section I will conclude by relating my findings back to .the literature and to 
explain which hypotheses were supported, which ones were not supported and why they were 
or were not supported. I will begin with a brief introduction to the theoretical background, 
continue with a .list of developed hypotheses, then analyze and explain each hypothesis, and 
finally end with a brief discussion of how effective the political process model is in 
explaining college student political participation. 
This analysis has used social movement theory to explain political participation by 
college students in the 2004 election. More specifically, McAdam's (1982) political process 
model was applied with a focus on his conception of the micromobilization context (1988) to 
understand and explain why college students j oined political organizations leading up to the 
2004 election. The micromobilization context is defined as "that small group setting in 
which processes of collective attribution are combined with rudimentary forms of 
organization to produce mobilization for collective action" (McAdam 1988: 134-13 5). The 
micromobilization. contexts encourage mobilization and recruitment in three ways: 1) they 
provide the context for the cognitive liberation process which includes the frame alignment 
processes and consensus mobilization, 2) they provide the necessary resources such as 
leaders, conununication technologies, and members, and 3) they provide the established 
structures of solidary incentives, or "the myriad interpersonal rewards" individuals receive 
from participating. in collective action (McAdam 1988, McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 1988). 
As stated above, the micromobilization context allows the process of cognitive 
liberation to take place. It is through the cognitive liberation process whereby individuals 
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collectively come to define some aspect of their situation as unjust and wrong as well as to 
gain a sense of efficacy that collective action can change the situation (McAdam 1982). 
Drawing on McAdam's conception of the micromobilization contest and the cognitive 
liberation process as well as other social movement literature (Fernandez and McAdam1988, 
Klandermans and ~egema 1987, McAdam 1986, McAdam and Paulsen 1993, Melucci 1988, 
and Snow, Zurcher, and Ekland-Olson 1980), the following hypotheses were developed: 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
Hypothesis 
1: The greater an individual's perceptions of injustice, the more they will 
participate in the political organization. 
2: The greater an individual's sense of efficacy, the more they will participate in 
the political organization. 
3: Individuals with more social ties to members of a political organization will 
be more actively involved in that organization.. 
4: Individuals who discuss politics more often within their social networks will 
be more actively involved in the political organization. 
5: Individuals with more social ties to members of a political organization will 
have higher perceptions of efficacy. 
6: Perceptions of efficacy will be a mediating variable between social ties and 
level of political participation. 
7: Indivdduals with more social ties to members of a political organization will 
have higher perceptions of injustice. 
8: Perceptions of injustice will be a mediating variable between social ties and 
level of political participation. 
9: Individuals with stronger group identification are more likely to be highly 
active in political organizations. 
10: Individuals with stronger group identification will have higher perceptions of 
injustice. 
11: Perceptions of injustice will be a mediating variable between strength of 
group identification and level of political participation. 
110 
Hypothesis 12: Individuals with stronger group identification will have higher perceptions of 
efficacy. 
Hypothesis 13: Perceptions of efficacy will be a mediating variable between strength of 
group identification and level of political participation. 
Hypothesis 14: Individuals with more social ties to members of a political organization will 
have stronger group identification. 
.~Iypotheszs 1 
Hypothesis 1 states that there will be a positive relationship between perceptions of 
injustice and political participation such that the higher the perceptions of injustice, the more 
political participation. From my analysis, economic injustice had direct effects on political 
participation however it was a negative relationship indicating that the more a respondent 
believed the political system served the interest of the wealthy, the fewer Republican 
activities they participated in. Moreover, political system injustice had a negative association 
to helping organize Republican activities. This is contrary to what one would expect based 
on the cognitive liberation process since it is through this that individuals gain a sense of 
injustice and that injustice is supposed to motivate them to participate in politics (McAdam 
1988). Therefore Hypothesis 1 is not supported but the findings indicate that how an 
individual perceives the political system does play a role in whether or not they participate in 
that system. The finding that political economic injustice has a negative beta for number of 
Republican activities and political system injustice has a negative logistic coefficient for 
helping organize activities suggests that the Republicans did not define the political system 
or the economic system as unjust and therefore these were not reasons for their participation 
like the micromobilization context model would suggest. However, these findings to not 
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discredit the use of the micromobilization context model to explain college student political 
participation but rather they suggest that in future analysis consideration will have to be 
given to what Republicans do define as unjust. 
Hypothesis 2 
Hypothesis 2 states that a higher perception of efficacy personal and 
governmental will lead to an increase in political participation. while goverrunental 
efficacy does not have any effect on political participation as measured by the number of 
Republican activities a respondent engaged in, it does have a positive direct effect on helping 
to organize Republican activities. Thus, believing that government can be changed does not 
motivate an individual to participate in political organization but once an individual is 
involved, in an organization, believing that government can be changed plays a role in how 
active_ they are in that organization. Personal efficacy only has indirect effects through 
campaign interest on political participation; however, when personal efficacy is regressed on 
political participation by itself it does have direct positive effects. These findings somewhat 
support Hypothesis 2 because they show that there is a relationship between believing 
government can be changed and at .least level of political participation as well as believing 
you can change goverrunent through your actions and political participation even though no 
direct relationship was found in this analysis. . 
Hypothesis 3 
Hypothesis 3 states that the more social ties an individual has to a political 
organization, the more they will participate in that organization. The main social tie variable, 
Republicans known over Democrats known, does not have a direct effect on the number of 
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Republican activities an individual participates in but does have a direct positive effect on 
helping to organize these activities. Like governmental efficacy, it seems that knowing more 
Republicans than Democrats does not necessarily mean that an individual will participate in 
more Republican activities, but once they are active in the organization, it has an effect on 
how active they actually are. This can be explained by one of the functions of the 
micromobilization contexts which is to provide the established structures of solidary 
incentives, or "the -myriad interpersonal rewards" individuals receive from participating in 
collective action (McAdam 1988, McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald 1988) such that individuals 
who surround themselves with more Republicans than Democrats have stronger incentives 
for acting in ways that will earn them. interpersonal rewards from their fellow Republicans. 
Difference in discussions is another variable used to measure social ties in this 
analysis. While it is not a traditional social tie variable, it is constructed by subtracting 
discussions with Democrats from discussions with Republicans and therefore can be seen as 
a social tie measure indicating a difference in the frequency of discussions. With that said, 
difference in discussions has a direct positive effect on political participation measured as 
both number of Republican activities and hours spent on Republican activities. These 
findings show that political participation is contingent on more than just who the individual 
knows but also on what goes on among those individuals and how often they interact. The 
more an individual discusses politics with Republicans over Democrats, the more likely they 
are to participate in Republican activities. Thus hypothesis 3 is well .supported and clearly 
indicates that social ties are crucial in order to understand political participation. 
~ Most of the previous literature only use the number of individuals a respondent knows as a measure of their 
social ties. See Klandermans and Oegema 1987, and McAdam and Paulsen 1993. 
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Hypothesis 4 
Hypothesis 4 specifically deals with discussions within social networks. It states that 
the more an individual discusses politics within their social network, the more they will 
participate in a political organization. Difference in discussions has a direct positive effect 
on political participation for the reasons previously discussed. Furthermore, overall 
discussions which is a measure of the total amount of discussions a respondent had with both 
Republicans and. Democrats, also has a direct positive effect on political participation 
number of Republican activities and hours spent on Republican activities. This supports 
McClurg's (2003) finding that interaction in social networks leads to participation indirectly 
by lowering the costs and barriers to political participation. 
Hypothesis S 
Hypothesis 5 relates social ties to perceptions of efficacy. It states that the more 
social ties an individual has to a political organization, the higher their perceptions of 
efficacy. According to the literature, within the micromobilzation context individuals can 
come together and develop a sense or a belief that they can make a difference or change the 
way the political .system operates (Neal and Seeman 1964, Pinard 1971, and Sayre 1980}. 
The f ndings from this analysis however do not support this claim. Neither Republicans 
known over Democrats or difference in discussions have a direct effect on personal efficacy. 
~n1y difference in discussions has an effect on governmental efficacy but it is in the opposite 
direction from what was hypothesized. The more individuals talk to Republicans than . 
Democrats, the more likely they are to believe that voting is the only way to impact 
government. Future research should attempt to understand this relationship. An analysis that 
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focuses on the content of these discussions could shed light as to why this relationship was 
found. It could be that the only way Republicans feel government can be changed is through 
voting. . 
Hypothesis 6 
Hypothesis 6 states that. perceptions of efficacy will be a mediating variable between 
social ties and .participation. However; due to the findings from the previous hypothesis this 
hypothesis is not supported either. There is no relationship between the social tie variables 
and personal efficacy and even though there is a relationship between difference in 
discussions and governnmental efficacy, there is not one between governmental eff cacy and 
political participation. 
Hypothesis ~ 
Hypothesis 7 states that there will be a direct, positive effect of social ties on 
perceptions of injustice; more social ties, higher perceptions of injustice. After analyzing the 
data, this analysis showed no relationship between either of the social tie variables and 
political system injustice. whether a respondent knew more Republicans than Democrats or 
talked to more Republicans than Democrats had no bearing on their perceptions of the 
political system. However, Republicans known over Democrats did have a direct, positive 
effect on perceptions of political economic injustice; the more Republicans known over 
Democrats, the more a respondent thought the political economic system is unjust. This is 
consistent with McAdam's (198 8) micromobilization context since it is within this context 
that individuals come to collectively define injustices and those individuals who are more 
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connected or integrated will have internalized those injustices more than someone who is not 
as well connected to the organization. 
Hypothesis 8 
In conjunction with hypothesis 7, hypothesis 8 states that perceptions of injustice will 
mediate the relationship between social ties and participation. The findings show that this is 
not the case for political system injustice since there is no relationship between it and the 
social tie variables. Perceptions of political economic injustice was found to mediate the 
relationship between Republicans known over Democrats and political participation while 
difference in discussions had no direct effect on political economic injustice. Despite the fact 
that perceptions of political economic injustice was a mediating variable between 
Republicans known over Democrats and political participation, the direction of the 
relationship between all three variables is contradictory to what would be expected in the 
micromobilization context. Republicans known over Democrats known has a positive effect 
on perceptions of political economic injustice but political economic injustice has a negative 
effect on political participation thus indicating that the more Republicans a respondent knows 
over Democrats, the more they perceive the political system to serve the wealthy, and in turn 
actually participate less in~politics. This Ending needs further testing with a larger sample 
size. 
Hypothesis 9 
I-Iypothesis 9 states that stronger group identification measured using political 
ideology and group identification will lead to more political participation by an individual.. 
After controlling for all other independent variables neither of the group identification 
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variables had a direct effect on political participation. However, when each variable was run 
separately as the lone independent variable regressed on political participation, they both 
were significant predictors. This indicates that there is a relationship between group 
identification and political participation but once all other independent variables enter the 
equation, this relationship disappears. There is a relatively strong correlation between group 
identification and difference in discussions. Since difference in discussions is a significant 
predictor of number of Republican activities, difference in discussions could be overtaking. 
group identification's predictive powers. When group identi~ cation and difference in 
discussions are entered into the regression together, group identification drops out and 
difference in discussions is left in. As with the previous hypothesis, this finding should be 
investigated in future analysis since there is support in the literature that group identification 
leads to political participation (Friedman and McAdam 1992,. and Klandermans 2002). 
Hypothesis 10 
Hypothesis 10 states that stronger group identification will lead to higher perceptions 
of injustice. Political ideology had a direct effect on political system injustice and group 
identification had a direct effect on political economic injustice but both of these 
relationships were negative which is the opposite direction from what was hypothesized. 
There was no relation between political ideology and political economic injustice or between 
group identification and political system injustice. After examining these findings, even 
though they. are in the opposite direction from what was hypothesized, they make more sense 
this way. The more a respondent identified as a conservative, the less they believe the 
political system is unjust. Along with that, the stronger a respondent identified as a 
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Republican, the less they believed the political economic system is unjust. This makes sense 
because right now, and at the time the survey was taken, Republicans control the House of 
Representatives, the- Senate, and the White House. If an individual believes that the political 
system is unjust or serves the wealthy then they are implying that it is the Republicans who 
are unjust or serve the wealthy. Since these are seen as negatives in the political realm, a 
person who strongly identifies as a conservative or a Republican will be less likely to make 
these claims since by doing so does not match with their identity. These findings do not fit 
with the micromobilization context model since it is here that individuals are supposed to 
come together and collectively identify injustices in their social situation against which they 
fight (McAdam 1988). These findings make it clear that the Republicans did not define the 
political system itself as unjust or the political economic system. Thus at least with regards 
to injustices about the political and the political economic systems, the micromobilization 
model does not apply. However, this does not mean that the micromobilization context 
model is useless in helping to explain college student political participation but it does mean 
that in .future research the challenge will be to understand what injustices college students are 
fighting against. 
Hypothesis 11 
In hypothesis 11 it states that higher perceptions of injustice will mediate the 
relationship between group identification and political participation. Because political 
system injustice does not have a direct effect on political participation, this hypothesis is not 
supported for political system injustice. However, political economic injustice does mediate 
the relationship between group identification and political participation. There is no 
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relationship between political ideology and political economic injustice. The findings 
indicate that the more an individual identifies as a Republican, the less they think the political 
system serves the wealthy, and in turn, the more they participate in politics. While the 
relationship between group identification and political economic injustice is in the opposite 
direction from what was hypothesized, this relationship makes sense from the discussion 
above. 
Hypothesis 12 
Hypothesis 12 states that stronger group identification will lead to higher perceptions 
of efficacy, both personal and governmental. Political identification had a negative effect on 
personal efficacy, but there was no other direct from either group identif cation variable. The 
negative effect political identification had on personal efficacy indicates that the more an 
individual identifies as a conservative, the less they believe they can make a change in 
politics. This finding needs further investigation. 
Hypothesis 13 
Hypothesis 13 states that perceptions of eft cacy will mediate the relationship 
between group identification and political participation. This hypothesis is not supported in 
the data. There was only one significant relationship between the group identification 
variables and either of perception of efficacy variables. There were, however, no direct. 
relationships between political. participation and either of the efficacy variables. Both 
personal efficacy and governmental efficacy were measured using single-item measures 
which could impact the results. In future research scales should be used to measure both of 
these concepts and then see if the results are the same. 
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Hypothesis 14 
Hypothesis 14 states that the more social ties an individual has to a political 
organization, the stronger their identification with that organization. There is a direct, 
positive effect of difference in discussions on group identification which supports the 
hypothesis. The finding fits in with the literature that social ties motivate participation 
through norms of obligation and reciprocity (Polletta and Jasper 2001). 
Theoretical Implications 
The findings from this research have important theoretical implications including 
those linking motivation to behavior. For example, difference in frequency of discussion had 
a positive beta which indicates that the more frequently an individual discusses politics with 
other Republicans the more they participate in Republican activities. In this case the 
difference in the frequency of discussions is acting as motivation for an individual to 
participate in Republican activities. An individual who has_. more interactions with 
Republicans might feel pressure from these relationships to participate because they do not 
want to let their friends down or even worse possibly lose friends. Therefore the difference 
in frequency of discussions is acting as a push toward an increase in participation. This 
interpretation is related to the micromobilization context because this context provides the 
established structures of solidary incentives, or "the myriad interpersonal rewards" 
individuals receive from participating in collective action (McAdam 198 8, McAdam, 
McCarthy, and Za1d 1988). 
Another interesting finding is that economic injustice negatively influence the number 
of Republican activities and political system injustice negatively affected helping organize 
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activities. These findings are in the opposite direction of what the micromobilization context 
would predict. However, these findings might be reconciled by thinking about the sample 
which consists of only College Republicans. originally when McAdam (1982) developed 
his political process theory he applied it to the black insurgency in the South, and it has 
traditionally been applied. to more fringe or non-mainstream groups. This analysis, however, 
has applied this theory to a more mainstream group, College Republicans, to see if it can still 
explain why they participate. Many of the findings are in accordance with the theory except 
the perceptions of injustice. One explanation for this is that because this is a more 
mainstream group whose candidates get elected and are not shut out of the political process, 
these individuals may not perceive the political or economic system as being unjust. It would 
be interesting to see in future research if the political process model could be applied to a 
group. who is more on the fringe of the political system such as the Libertarians or Socialists 
and whether or not they perceive the political and economic systems as unjust. Furthermore, 
since this research only focused on College Republicans it would also be interesting in future 
research to compare them to College Democrats to see if the .Democrats, because they are 
more liberal, would perceive the economic system as unjust. 
Governmental eft cacy also had an important implication. It was not significant in 
explaining; number of Republican activities, but it was a significant predictor of help organize 
activities and had a _.positive coef~ cient. This indicates that a belief that the government can 
be changed in ways other than voting does not necessarily motivate an individual to 
participate in activities, there must be something else going on that draws them to participate, 
possibly friendships and relationships with others. However, once an individual is involved 
in the organization the belief that government can be changed through other means than 
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voting motivates an individual to become more deeply involved in the organization and even 
leads them to organize activities like rally's or protests. If an individual is involved in the 
organization and they have this belief of gover~unental efficacy, they will be motivated to 
impact government and have an influence on other individuals whereas someone who does 
not have this belief will be more of a passive member and not become more involved. 
The final finding that has possible theoretical implications is that sex had a negative 
beta for number of Republican activities but had a positive beta for helping to organize 
activities. These findings imply that. females participate more but males organized more 
activities. Females .may participate more because first off there may be more females on 
college campuses than males so one would expect that more females would be involved than 
males. However, another possible explanation is that females participate more because they 
feel more injustice both in politics and in society as a whole. American politics is dominated 
by men and society in general is more patriarchal; therefore females participate more than 
men: because they are trying to overcome this domination by men. However, even though 
females may participate more than males in general, the males who do participate are more 
likely to organize activities and be the leaders. This reflects the male domination of politics 
and the patriarchal society. The difference in the participation between females and males 
should be studied in future research to see how beliefs about gender roles impact 
participation. 
Limitations and Future Research 
In this analysis there were a number of things that make it highly exploratory and 
possibly problematic. Probably the main one would be the low sample size. The final 
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regressions were. run with only 66 cases and since so many variables were entered into the 
regressions this makes it hard to completely trust .the results. Furthermore, the small sample 
size was not representative. This does not allow the researcher to generalize the results 
beyond the sample and because generalizability is one of the main goals of social science 
research, this makes the analysis problematic. Along with that, there was a low response 
rate, roughly 10%, which is why the sample is not representative and the findings are not 
generalizable beyond this small sample. Another caution would be the high correlations 
between some of the variables which when entered into the same regression equation could 
cause problems for the results. UVhile attention was given to the tolerance and VIF statistics 
given in SP S S, some variables did approach the low end of acceptability like campaign 
interest and group identification. This implies that there could be issues of multicolinearity 
in the analysis that would cause some variables to be significant when in fact they shouldn't 
e or vise versa. 
Another major limitation to this research is that it was conducted about five months 
after the election in November. This is problematic because of reliability issues with the 
measures. Due to the gap in time between the election and the survey, respondents could 
have forgotten a lot about what they did and especially about how they perceived the 
election. For example, a respondent could have thought at the time of the election that it was 
not going to be a close race but when they filled out the survey they responded that they 
thought the election was going to be very close because in fact the election did turn out to be 
quite close. Because this research was conducted so long after the fact, this survey may not 
adequately reflect or report the true .behavior and perceptions of the respondents which, in 
turn,. negatively impacts reliability. 
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One more limitation of this research is that many of the independent and all of the 
dependent variables were measured using single-item measures. This is problematic because 
it is hard to get at an underlying concept with just one question and it could bethat asingle-
item measure is actually measuring some other underlying concept than what it was intended 
to. If this research were to be done again more scales and indices would be used to measure 
the theoretical concepts. Scales and indices provide the researcher with better and more 
reliable estimates of the concepts whereas one item measures can not provide the same 
amount of depth to the measure. Furthermore, one item measures may not be highly reliable 
and may not capture what they are intended to capture. 
There were a number of findings in this research that were opposite of what was 
expected which should be investigated more deeply in future research. One area of future 
research would be to examine how gender roles influence how and to what degree an 
individual .participates since in this analysis it was found that females participate in more 
activities than males but males organize more activities. Another area for future research 
would be to investigate what media individuals use to get their information and what the 
content of that media is. It was found in this research that the more .media an individual used 
the easier they perceived one candidate would win over the other. This finding is interesting 
since it turned out that George W. Bush only won by 3.3 million votes or 3 %points. 
If this survey would ever be repeated there are a number of things I would do 
differently. First I would change the timing of the survey so that it did not coincide with 
finals. I believe this was a major draw back of this research and resulted in the low N. 
Another draw back of this research was that it was an Internet survey. While Internet 
survey's are not bad in and of themselves I feel that not:having the human dimension of 
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meeting face to face with individuals also resulted in a low N because possible respondents 
had no connection to the researcher and therefore could more easily not fill out the survey. 
Another thing that I would change is that I would include more scales to get better measures 
of my independent and dependent variables. Because this was an Internet survey and 
because of the timing of the survey many concepts were only measured using single-item 
measures in the interest of saving time for the respondent. 
Overall McAdam's (1988) micromobilization context model has provided some new insight 
into why college students participate in politics. One of the key findings from this study is 
that not only is it the number of people an individual knows in organizations that help 
motivate them to participate but it is also the amount of discussions and interactions an 
individual has that motivate them to participate. There were some findings from this study 
that should be further investigated but overall this research has shown that the 
micromobilization context model (McAdam 1988) can be applied to college student political 
participation. Moreover, this research has shown the value of combining the social 
movement literature with the political sociology literature in order to gain a better 
understanding of political participation of college students. This research has also shown 
some interesting insights into the connection of the social movement variables and the 
political sociology variables. Of the five variables that were found to predict political 
participation in this analysis, three were from the social movement literature which highlights 
the importance of including these variables when trying to understand the political 
participation of college students. Future research should attempt to combine these two areas 
of research in order to better understand the connections between them and to political 
participation. 
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APPENDIX B. FACTOR LOADINGS AND ALPHA RELIABILITY 
Factor 
Variable/Indicator Description of item (Response categories) loading q, 
GROUP (1=strongly disagree, 2=disagree, 3=agree, 4=strongly 
IDENTIFICATION agree) 
(1) I think of myself as a Republican .878 .7972 
(2) When Republicans do something good, I feel proud. .834 
(3) In many respects I am like most Republicans. .754 
(4) I avoid mentioning my affiliation with the Republican .623 
party. (reversed coded) 
(5) When someone criticizes Republicans, it's as if they .658 
are criticizing me personally. 
(6) In many respects Republicans hold similar .505 
POLITICAL views to each other. 
POLITICAL (1=strongly disagree, 2=disagree, 3=agree, 4=strongly 
SYSTEM agree) 
INJUSTICE 
(1) Politicians care about what I think. (reversed coded) .858 .6425 
(2) Most U.S. politicians act in voters' interest rather than .858 
their own self-interest. (reverse coded) 
ECONOMIC (1) The current political system serves the interest of the .792 .4032 
INJUSTICE wealthy. 
(2) The cost of higher education was an important issue in .792 
the 2004 election 
POLITICAL MEDIA (5=more than once a week, 4=once a week, 3=couple of 
USE times a month, 2=once a month, 1=never) 
(1) Other than the paid political advertisements, about .880 .7082 
how often did you watch programs on television about 
the 2004 campaigns? 
(2) Other than the paid political advertisements, about .880 
how often did you read any magazine or newspaper 
articles about the 2004 campaigns? 
DISCUSSIONS (1=never, 2=sometimes, 3=often, 4=very often) 
WITH 
REPUBLICANS 
(1) During the campaign, how often did you and person 1 .918 .8119 
discuss political matters? 
(2) During the campaign, how often did you and person 2 .918 
discuss political matters? 
DISCUSSIONS (1=never, 2=sometimes, 3=often, 4=very often) 
WITH 
DEMOCRATS 
(1) During the campaign, how often did you and person 1 .93 8 .8614 
discuss political matters? 
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(2) During the campaign, how often did you and person 2 .938 
discuss political matters? 
WHEN JOINED "I joined the ISU College Republicans:" A year or more 
before the election (=7}, before the Iowa caucuses 
(=6), before the Democratic National Convention (=5), 
before the Republican National Convention (=4), a 
month before the election (=3), two weeks before the 
election (=2), one week before the election (=1) 
YEAR IN SCHOOL "My year in school is:" freshman (=1), sophomore (=2), 
junior (=3), senior (=4), graduate student (=5) 
SEX "I am a:" female (0), male (=1) 
LACK OF FREE "In a typical week during the 2004 campaign I spent this 
TIME many hours on ..." (1=0, 2=1-10, 3=11-20, 4=21-3 0, 
5=31 or more) 
(1 } School work 
(2) Job 
(3} Activities for other organizations I'm involved in 
REPUBLICANS (1=0, 2=1 to 4, 3=5 or more) 
KNOWN OVER 
DEMOCRATS 
KNOWN 
(1) How many members of the ISU Republicans did you 
know when you joined? 
(2) How many members of the ISU Democrats did you 
know before the campaign? 
POLITICAL "I consider myself to be:" extremely conservative (=7), 
IDEOLOGY conservative (=6), slightly conservative (=5), moderate 
or middle (=4), slightly liberal (=3), liberal (=2), 
extremely liberal (=1) 
POLITICAL "As best you can remember indicate the political position 
KNOWLEDGE each individual below holds." (1=right answer, 
0=wrong answer) 
(1) Chuck Gras sley (1=U. S . Senator, 0=other) 
(2) Tom Harkin (1=U.S. Senator, 0=other) 
(3) Tom Latham (1=U. S . Representative, 0=other) 
(4) Thomas Vilsack (1=Governor of Iowa, 0=other) 
"As best you can remember what is the political party of 
each of the following individuals." (1=right answer, 
0=wrong answer) 
(1) Chuck Grassley (1=Republican, O=Democrat) 
(2) Tom Harkin (1=Democrat, O=Republican) 
(3) Tom Latham (1=Republican, O=Democrat) 
(4) Thomas Vilsack (1=Democrat, O=Republican) 
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PERCEIVED 
CLOSENESS OF 
ELECTION 
PERCEIVED 
IMPORTANCE OF 
ELECTION 
PERSONAL 
EFFICACY 
GOVERNMENTAL 
EFFICACY 
CAMPAIGN 
INTEREST 
NUMBER OF 
REPUBLICAN 
ACTIVITIES 
HELP ORGANIZE 
ACTIVITIES 
SPENT TIME ON 
REPUBLICAN 
ACTIVITIES 
"On the scale below indicate how close you thought the 
2004 election was going to be when the campaigns 
started." (1=Bush would win easily, 4=Too close to 
predict, 7=Kerry would win easily) 
"The outcome of the 2004 election will prove to be of 
important historical significance for the future of the 
United States. (1=strongly disagree, 2=disagree, 
3=agree, 4=strongly agree) 
"I believe that my political activity can have an impact on 
policies that affect students." (1=strongly disagree, 
2=disagree, 3=agree, 4=strongly agree) 
"Voting is the only way students can impact how the 
government operates." (1=strongly disagree, 
2=disagree, 3=agree, 4=strongly agree) (reverse coded) 
"During the course of the campaign, how interested would 
you say you were in the campaign?" (1=not interested, 
2=somewhat interested, 3=interested, 4=very 
interested) 
"How many ISU College Republican activities or events 
did you participate in?" (1=none, 2=some, 3=most, 
4=all) 
"Did you help organize any of these activities or events?" 
(1=yes, 0=no) 
"In a typical week during the 2004 campaign I spent this 
many hours on....ISU Republican activities or events" 
(0=0, 1=1 or more hours) 
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